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FOVNDATION OF 
THE Por EDOouE: 


OR 


A FAMILIAR CONFERENCE BE. 
tween two friends tothetruchPauttatururs, 
and ORTHOLOGYVS, ſhewing that it can- 
not be proued, That Peter was 

ever at Rome, 


VV HER BVNTO IS ADDED 4 


CHRON OGRAPHICALL DESCRIP- 
tion of Pauls peregrination with Peters travels, . 
and the reaſons why he could not be at | 
Rome, that ſo the truth in one 
view may more fully and ca · 
fily be ſeene of e. 


every ene. 


- 


„ 


1. TES. F. 2. 
Proue all dungs, and hold faſt that which is good. 


n ve w- feld d ιι. 


Wt 
Ar OXFORD, 


Printed by Joun Licuriato, and Jau 
Suorr, for WiLLlLIamSrink, 
Al. Dom. 707 9. 


TO 
THE RIGHT "WORSHIPFVLL 
and Reverend Mr Doctor G ow rx Deane of 
(rift Church, and Vicechancelogr of the Viiiverſirie 
of Oxford. Ar De PAE bis Maidftics Pro. 
feſſonr of Divinitie,and Rector of Exeter Col. 
ledge. Ar De BAMF IE Io, the Lady 


Margarets — — of Divi- 


uiie mmthe ſame V nie 
_ verſitie. 
RionT WorsulPFvLL, 
* I will perhaps bee ſaid, Daram 


_ 


5 4 , GBernarde) ſaſcepiſli provinciam, 


and ] confeſle it; but vi4 abund? 
mili per ipſam veritatu lucem 
= monſirats, | hope that I haue o- 
a > Y vercome the difficulties, and ſhall 
A haue cauſe to reioice in the fruit 
anſwerable to my expectation. What ] haue done,] 
need not to preface vnto you ho haue examined and 
allowed thereof; but whatſoever it bee, I am bold to 
publiſh ir vnder your much honoured names : perſons 
ſo eminent in ſo famous an Vniverſitie, whoſe counte- 
nance is grace enough againſt all diſgrace and con- 
tempt which this my paines may be ſubiect vnto, and 
whoſe ſingular learning will be my ſhelter * 
q 2 | 


EET e op- 


much bounden rages 
Batcombe Apriber. 1619, 
A Your V/orſhips- 
| eee eee 
to be commanded, 


RIcuAAD BIN IAA. 


* . 8 
* 20 


70 THE. READER: 


ed Hr iftian Reader ( „ callther, 
for Fknow thou aſſumeſt the name 
of a Chriſtian) 1 wiſh thee herein s 
5 [7099 Reader: Thou haſt my la- 
bour, bat how thou wilt like of it, 1 
QLEANE know not 3 ſure I am that I haue ta- 
U No "XR ken the paines whoſoeucr ſhall reape 
ihe = thereof. If thou ſhalt reade it with a Tpirit of 
pride, I muſt lcoke for contempt; if the eye of envy looke on 
it, the leaſt defect ſhall bee — — to brand te very beſt of 
it with words lv reproach, if of me thou ſhalt thinke baſely, 
though yet I be e the wor ke will be vnworthy of 
. ; but if hatred be in thine heart, then 1 looke , that 
thy tongue ſhould be [et on fire, to expreſſe the flames of bur · 
ning malice. If already 1 haue taſted of ſuthfraite , blame 
me nt for thus ſpeaking tothee. I haue made often tryall, 
and haue found ſtill men like men; ſo as I haue cauſe to bee 
ſuſpicious i yet am 1 not without charity to thinke there bee 
learned men humble, of my owne coate, in their godly indg- 
ment not curious. of the Papiſts I aske no fanonr z yet doe 
Tearneſtly deſire that he may ſee the truth; if be lone it, lee 
will then efleeme of my labour; but if bee care net for the 
truth, the _AIpoſile telleth him, that be will giue ſuch ouer 
to beleeue lyes, that they may periſh. The — Proteſtant 
can not walke vprigbiiy towards mee, becauſe 1 * 


preiadice — \.reade me with. 
out partiabtty, andithen] * thee good 


kane to cenſure me. 21 
bid thee friendly 5 


Jan 
* 


Arnit the 1. 
1619. 
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— — — bee fuld going thither, neither iy 
as Zee. poi v. of 
ed, as To 4.plac 1 

beagainſt the Scrqtare tels ſuch 
Alder indie eprom > = Jos N a 


4 Ifitbe not agreeable te eee ene Sanur 
Paul, that he ſhould goe to the Circumciſſon, and Paul to the 
WL circumciſion. 

5 fit be alſelutely neceſſarie , that the Scripture 

plair.ely ſpeake of bu ws, there ( if he bad been there, and 
ach a one 45 our Aduerſaries affirme and teach) and yet the 
word of God paſſing it oer altogether with ſilence, | 

6 - If the Seripture doth not onely not anonch-it, but Hor. 
deth many reaſons againſtit. 

7 If the firſt knowne Al bor, which ſpeaketh of bis be» 
ing there,w as a.ſilly man, full of errours , 4 fabulom Relater, 
and ſpake heertof without proofe , and being neither cye nor 
egre witne(ſe thereof. 

8 If allthat affirme it, Feaks onely by heare-ſay, andere 
deceined by the firſt Anthoar, 

9 if the time when it i⸗ ſaidbe went fo Rome, be moſt Vit- 
true, and confi fured by ages 8s 

10 If bu planting of the Church of Antioch be againſt the 
word, and bi tranſlation from thence to Ronie bes 4 very fi- 
Sion. 

11 Ifhis iourneying to Rome be of no credite. 

12 1f noapproned Aut hour either dotb or can tell, with 
whom, thorow what place, or by what meanes he went thither, 

13 If theendwhich is alleadged for hu going thither be 4 
very _ * fabulous 9 

the time allowed for his there, the of as 
— — poſſibly be trac, but 1h confuted — 
£& A 


, norbe 
teſti. 


able to prous it 


Dee 
17 Ifhewas not (4s — firmer fork Paul ar 


Rome, vor at any time of Pauls life after bu conwer ion. 
18 If many learve edge wen vyou 2 reaſons be. 
leene * — 


19 If thereaſons alledged agaiuſt bis there , are not- 
to be anſwered ſoundly and con ſcionably without vaine cauil. 
lations, 

20 If whatſoexer is ſaid for bis being there may bee caſil 
confured by the r ton in ſimple verity, — 


ceit and Sophiſtrie 
Fal and euer particular theſe ( for they may not be ſe. 
wered, but taking rointly together) be true; then was Peter ne. 
ver at Rome: ; 

And if he neuer wan there, aber was hee not the Biſhop of 
Rome, then the Pope is not Peters ſucceſſonr tber, then not 
(brifts Uicar, then not the Head of the ('hurch , then his Su. 
premacie vſurped, hu of no force, the terrour of buy Ex- 
communications babiſh, his pride tyrannicall, and his proces- 


dings Antichriſfteav, rhen bis ew redofbated 210% 
. or him ave to 1 . . Gods - 


e, 1 lanters of the {burch, troublers of our State, ſap- 
mL. fer: of regal amber , and Eren to the Kingdoms of 
Chriſt ; then haue we * well, and all the Chriſtian Churches - 
to come from vnder that antichriſÞ, and then ſhall al Chriſtian 
Kmgs doe well tomaintaine this ſeparation from him in the pu- 
2 * the Goſpel, to rake that their right from him, which be 
in their ſenerall Domintons, as (riffs Vicege- 
9 iy — ui what is foreteld of b 
deftruition, and of the mine of ibat Ronoiſh B Reva ö. 
and 19. enen ſo, Amen. 7 
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FAMILIAR CONEERENCE 
BETWIXT TWO FAITHFVLL 
FRIENDS PHILALETHES and 
OrTHoLOGYS, to ſhew, chat 
it cannot be prooued that 


Pr was cuer at Rome. 


Ir God ſane you. 
O0. Fan Phi- 
lalethes? art i 
} n ? 
La pray you chat you be heere ſo 
ſoone this morning? I ſuppo- 
ſed you had not beene come 
home from our deare friend 
©. Theophbtls, 
P. [came from bim yeſterday, and by the way I onertooke 
#7 neighbour Theologus , aud in riding along together,we fell 
imo . — at her points of Poperie, 7 of Peters 
ſupremacie , and at the length, of his beu at Rome : and as he 
2 that famed ſupremacie, ſo alſo wonld bee bane per ſma- 
ded me that Peter was newer at Rome : anole confident 
je ths, that I couldnetreft , ¶ for that I auer did ſuppoſe the 
contrary) till Thad beard your opinion therein, whom I know to 
baue beene ſoundly taught by that holy and learned Theodi- 
dactus, with whom you were ( 4s I heare) very lately. . _ 
O. Indeed, Icame from him but the other day, and as 
my good hap was, I found him reaſoning on the very ſelfe- 
ſume matter, ich * ,and that e 
2 
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p. Traly, [aw right glad io beare of this , for Tam now 
ſure of a 3 . ? 
O. Theogidattxs , who had beene T beologe his inſtru- 
Cor alſo in this, to preſſed ſendodoxus with Scripture and 
reaſon, as hee forced him to yeeld, and made him openly 
acknowledge (to the great griefe of P ſeudacaibolicus the 
Romaniſt ) that Peters being at Rome was more vpheld in 
deed, by a common error, of ſuch as haue ſo ſaid and wric. 
ten vnder the name of Antiquitie, than by any truth of toe 
ry, or ſound reaſon to proue the ſame. | 
p. Anddoeyonalſothinke ſo? 
Peter his being O. Yesverily: I am perſwaded that Peters being at 
ar Nome but Rome is a very fable. and araletold from one to an other, 
aladle. without any ſoundneſſe of truth, 6 | 
P. Then haus I hitherto beene much deceined, for I verily 
did belteue that he had beene there. | 


. - 1 
ry a .* 


O. But let mee aske you now I pray you, vpon what 
good grounds were you induced ſo rothinke ? 
P. To ſay the very truth, a:it is, I badnoother yeaſen to 
leade me, but the common ſaymy of all men, that he mas there, 
[ nexer indeed, ſearched farther into the matter, becauſe I did 
not doubt of the truth of the common opinion, . 
Hon this fable O. This fooliſh credulouſneſſe and negligent careleſ- 


hath gotten 


credit neſſe to ſearch out the truth, haue onely brought this fable 


into credit, and haue ſet two deate friendes Antiquitic and 
Vetitie together by the eares, and that through Yſandodo- 
The broacher xu hisfitſt vnadviſed receiving and haſtie pnbliſhing of it 
and maintai- fot truth: and then that Pſeudocatholicuu his ſtiffe defen · 
ner of dus er-. qing of it, becauſe hee knew it to be very aduantageous to 
oo the Sea of Rome, as the maine proppe and pillar to vphold 
the Popes power, | | 

P. Indeed it may wellbe as you ſay: for if others haue done 
at baue, then we baue all done amiſſe, and like ynwiſe men, 
eraſted before we tryed. I beardit commonly tola rn. 
—_— tha 


» 
_ * 


chat Peter was at Rome - 
when any made the leaft-denbt thereof | 
in git hat all, zea all Antiquitie was for it, and 
fred in their opinion, «ma rruth, 1 0 CER 
O. Vea, but if you had gone to Theodideflan ; he would J 
haue informed you, both by Scripture and reaſon: and hben 
would haue told you, that the name of Antiquitie deceiued | 
both you and them; for there is Antiquirie of errot, as ell 
as Antiquitie of truth. This is that Antiquitie, which they | 
indeed pretend, becauſc init, truth is preſuppoſed, being 
the handmaide of Verity, hich giueth credit and authori- b 
tie to it, as it graceth and giueth honour to Antiquitie : ſo Verity & uu 
as theſe twoberwixt themſelues are neuet at oddes, but will Antiquity arg 
liue and dye together. 5 N ; neuer at od. 
p. Iperceinethen that the name of Autiguitie may dec cine 
aman, and make him ent ertaine erruur for the truth... * 
O. Nothing ſooner, if men be not very circumſpeRt and The name of 
wary, eſpecially ſuch as kuow not e Antiquities of Antiquity is of | 
wo credit at all farther then veritie gintth cauntenanct unte 9 rd 
it. | | g 
p. Well, for this one point ſo old and ancient ; and ſo often e 
told ouer for a truth of ſo many, if it proue a fable Iwill be more 
heedie but leſſe beady to — thraftypon vt, under 
the name of Antiquit ie ſo long u doe lis. | 
O. You ſhall in ſo doing doe well: for indeed, this new 
Romiſh Religion, and the Antiquitie thereof, is brought in- 
to credit by pretending Antiquitie, and by mens ne glect of 
the truth: of which they ſhould ſiunſtenquire, befote the bare 
name beare any ſway with them, ſeeing wee all doe know 
Errour to be ancient, euen fromthe be inning, and that 
ſaid to ue which is but a neè noueltie , as are all the 
points ofdoarine in popetĩo , and euery ſuperſlitiou: "> 
ice thereof, | differing romnheScripraredndihe Refore | 
med Churches of Chriſt at this day. - 
P. Ikhnowe well that tbe religios of the Papiſti ij 4 patches» © 
rie of mens inventions from Indaiſme, Paganiſme , and 
devifetof «Amirbrift — —é— 
A. 3. 


Writings 4 
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4 The fabulous foundution 
yriting r bettir 
advancement of Chriſtian religion, as they pretend. but yet it 
ſeemeth te me that Peters being at Rome ſhould bee a 
fable which hath ſo e receaued for truth, and ne- 
ver ſo much «s once denbttd of , as Cardmall Baronius ſaith, 
Church. Ch. 8. till this our «ge. nt trek sf EINE P 
c In his den. O. Our learned * Whitakers and b Mornex too, can tell 
. 1 Pert che Cardinall che contrary. For CMarfilina Patav ina 
d Lb. A. A. hon. handled & diſcuſſed this point in the Emperour Lodowicks 
Rom. cap. . daies aboue 200 yeares ſince Yea 4 Bellarmine himſelfe ace 
Lib. 4. de Re. ænowledgeth that John Milli, and one William his maſter, 
2 ſo long ſince called this matter into queſtion;& the e Arch. 
b 48 joe.” biſhop of Spalata, (whom the Lord hath deliuered from the 
Ran ll i in pef rage of that Romiſh Tygre Jmentionech one Firmilienus in 
c In Epit.cent, the dales of 8 ¶ prian, Who doubted whether the Biſhop of 
I. cent. Rome ſate in Peters chaire & was his ſueceſſour or no. And 
* therefore Barovims ſpeaketh vntruly in ſo ſaying. 
k 1 com, P. If ithath brene queſtroned ſo long ſince, I marvell that 
Chron. it hath lyenaſleepe till now > + 
f I biſt. fecl. O. Why doe you marvyell[? are all errours diſcovered at 
g Contra prim. gnce? or hath not the Lord his owne time for every thing ? 
7 4p It hath pleaſed him not ſo ſully to make this appeare here- 
Rom ant. .f. 3. tofore, as now, for reaſons beſt knowneto himſelfe : now 
i be Pap, Kom, hath he ſtirred vp many to diſcouer this fable. And ſeein 
10.4. the falſhood is by ſuch lighes revealed, wee axe not to Rand 


k 1nSyllog.the-qarvelling : but rather togiue God hartie thankes for ſo 
3 reat a merci | 
| Ofthe chur, P. Haut many ;ſayyon;havdied this controverſict lu all my 


chap. 8. reading I confeſſe, never read any of this ſubielt: 1 pray you 
m In Synop pa- who be they? can you name them? | 

Nſun 7 O. The firſt is one Fele, b Bale, e L. Ofiander,® Re- 
1 m—_— ' meccins,© Fantting,* AMagdebaurgenſes t IAlin icuu, h Whitake - 
p On Revel; Tu, i Sibrandus Lnebber ta; k Palamm, | Morne, m Willet, 
q In Syſtem, Janin, Heluicu bton A Kickerman,”* Parens, who 
Logici plemoris alſo quoterh Molinew, Cario, Hoſemianm, and Gallaſſu. 1 
pied. haue alſo ſeene a diſcourſe of thispubliſhed now aboue 46 


r On Rom. yeares agoe by one Ohr. Cunlila, ſo as you fee, I haue many 
| % : © 


cap.16. 


Annal.Chriſt.44 


of the Popedome. 
to conſult withall in this point. 

p. lawright gladtobeare 
laue herein: fort 


noo > 


therite, | , 
0. Alas, who ſeeth not this tumorous humour not only An if 
of folly and vanitie, but of wicked pride and envie ſwolne tion ofmen in 
vpin Ao henns of many, who tan doe nothing elſe but g. cheſe daes. 
buſe mens perſons and their honeſt paines: yea of ſuch evils 
of men may ſome iuſtly eomplaſne, and of the cankred ma- 
lice of theſe which haue whet their tongues like ſwords to 
ſpeake ſharp words moſt contumel but in the truth l 
oppoſe againſt ſuch the good and godly mans acceptance, 
my encouragement from the labours of theſe learned men, 
of whom I carefully take adviſe, alſo the ſolid reaſons groũ- 
ded vpon Gods word, and laſtly my honeſt purpoſe of heart 
to make the truth knowne, as farte as I am able, forthe vety 
truths ſake. 

p. Well, bowſoever malignant ſpirits ſball indge of your la- 
bony and great pamer in this thing, yet knowe that your faith. 
Fall bends the virtuouſiy minded ſannd lowers of the truth wil 
take it well: let this gine you comfart , and in this aſſmrance / 
pray youproceed, | . | 

O. That am] willing to doe; but there is a ſtoppe inthe 
way which is firſt to beremoued, 

. Ipray what « thatd- 

O. Anotabletricke of Bellermine,who ſceing (a3 I ſup- Bellzrmine is - 

pu the truth ofhis one ſoule , that Peters being at deceirfull in 
ome could not be poſſibly proued by any verdict of truth, ba X 

and therefore in his convinced judgement, but a weake 
foundation to build their Popes headſhip vpon, he craftely . _ 
ſeeketh agalnſt the light of his conſcience,toſhiftic off, and Pour 
faith,nec requiriwec Ferre abet it is neithet requiſite, yor . 4 — 
ſufficlent to make Peter the Biſhop of Rome. 
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6 The fabulows foundation 
De P. Saith he ſo indeed? I belerne that neui 
matteſo th 4 print be nos defend. | 
. 
ol his reaſons. For this is the manner of ee 
A ſubtill pol- champions for to ſet themſelues © Prouc a y 


ey ofthe ad- thing, and where they ſee themiclces weake, there to make 
verſaries of light of the matter, as not worth the ſtanding vpon, de 
Co. 


the cut. never ſoneceffary,andbyallmeancs on c heit part to be de 
fended as this point is, becauſe thus they would make theit 
followers careleſſe of the knowledge thereof, & divert their 
minds from ſeriouſly looking thereinto, andl if it might bee, 
bythispollicie to prevent theit adveriaries farther purſuite 
thetein, leaſtthe truthſhould come to light. N 
P. Ab fubrile ſopbiſter l But what will not a Ieſuite doe to 
pleaſe bir Lord the Pope and for a Cardinals bat? I would fain 
knowewhat reaſons behath fo to ſpeaks , conſidering it hath 
formerly beene held as an article of their faith, and as the grand 
Charter to put the Pope inte Peters ſeat,andrs gine him poſe 
feſſion of his Chaire. | 
0. For his non ſufficere, hee giveth this reaſon: becauſe 
many might and did come to Nome, which were not Bi- 
ſhops of Rome. | 
P. What ſay youto thu? 


Peters beine O. 1grantthe rcaſon good: for if Peters being in a place 


at Rome not make him Biſhop of the ſame ( as they take the word Bi- 


ſufficienrro ſhop ) then had he beene Biſhop of Ieruſalem, Ceſarea, Sa- 
2 him Bi- maria, Lydda, Ioppa, Antioch, and Babylon, which they wil 
b —— not allow of. In this therefore wee agree with him, and ap- 
* proue of his reaſon as good, though his drift and ſcope bee 
ſtarke naught, as before is noted. | 
lu yet re- P. What reaſen giueth be for his non requiri ; and what 
quiſite that he LHD of it ? . 
ſhould have O. Ithinkeas before in his uon ſuſſicere he ſpaketruly, ſo 
beenethere, if contrarily in this moſt falſly: Peters: being at Rome was not 
r ſuſſicient but very neceſſary to make him Biſhop there , 3s 
2 ſhall be ſhewed aſterwards. The zeaſon which be giueth for 
| a this 
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tile Popedome. © 7 
, becauſe many were Biſhops of Rome 
Which never came there, as Clement V. John X X11. Benedift 
XUL.Clement Viand [nnocentins Vl. which were made Bi- 

ſhops in France, and there abode. 

P. What ſay you to thus? | 8 
O. Iwill norhere ſhe how contraty this their Conſe-· De vid N 

-crati6(or rather Coronation, as Platina calleth it, for popes 

will in ſpite of Chriſts precept, be kings, & aboue them too) 

is to Act. 14. 23. Tit. 1. 5. and the practiſe of the Primitiue 

Chureli, that any ſhould be a Biſhop where he never came» 

nor whatill ſucceſſe this had in the beginning, Whetret 
Pope ¶ lement the V. his Coronation:how Philzp the French Plating 3s une 
king was ſore hurt, how the Duke of Brite wasflaineand The Popes a 
many others by caſualtie, how the Pope was put into great ronation in 
feare, and loft a pretiousiewell of gteat value: neither will I France 

tell how Platina ſpeaketh of the damage, which this ab- but vnbappi- 
ſence of the Popes from Reme brought generally to all: But rd”, 
let this their abode in France be as it was; what is thistothe Antichriſts - 

point? Doth it follow, becauſe theſe abode in France and ſeat at Rome. 

neuer came at Rome, that therefore it was not requiſite that 

Peter ſhould be there, and yet bee Biſhop of Rome: Muſt 

Peter as Biſhop( for ſo it muſt be vnderſtoed and not as hee 

was an Apoſile)be foundirregular and a patterne ofen re- 
ſidence during life, becauſe theſe irregular and lawleſſe men, 

which made their luſts a law wete ſo? And is the caſe alike 

betweene a knowne and an eftablifhed Epiſcopall ĩuriſdi- 

ction for a long time, and the ſeat approued ( whethetſoes | 

ver the perſon then Biſhop beremoued for ſome cauſes }& Pope Marcel. 
that which at the firſt is to be made the Biſhops See, and ne · Jus cab ag 
yer ſo before? as now the queſtion is of Romes iuriſdictton 24.4.1. in ca ſa- 
and headſhip over all other Churches, and that immediatly T & 4- 
from the perſon of St Peter ? Before Bellarmume, all made it poſ mans 7 
the ground of Peters See at Rome and of his removing the vo ſumma oe 
Chaire from Antioctrthither. Baronin doth ral the Pope cel Ia c.36. 
into Peters place no otherwiſe then by ſhewing how Pete Cams Locorus 
came to Rome, and by his chaire there wheteim he did ſit. 191946. ch. d. 


1 Belike then you hold it 1 S fer the "Ou at Ciriſ.45, Fer. . 
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. The fabulous foundation 
aaintaine Peters being at Rome, ar elſe to jeeld that hee could 
not be there the Biſhop, FRI: | | 

O. Ifchey hold not this as an vndoubted truth, and ab- 
ſolutly neceſſatie to make, him Biſhop of Rome, they can 
never proue him there to be Biſhop, Ifhee never was there; 
how doe they knowe that hee tooke Rome for his chiefeſt 
ſeat,and tranſlated it from Antioch, whete hee was firſt Bi- 
ſhop as they ſay ? 

P. It may be they willſay( for to helpe themſelues they will 
ſay any thing )they knowe it by word, or by wrutong , or by ſome 
Revelation, Bb: 

O. For the revelation fained, Caſauus reieQeth as fabu. 
f lous;henever delivered it by word of mouth to any, that he 
would goe to Rome as Pau did Act. 19. 21. and there ſettle 
his ſeat of ſupremacie, which hee nevet had; if he ever told 
this in his abſence from Rome, then let himtell vs to whom 
you mult ' he ſpoke it, when, and where? Yea what one approued wit - 
3 neſſe can they produce, ſhewing that Peter was Biſhop of 
that Peter was Rome before hee came there ? For his writing of any ſuch 
at Rome, and thing we find not, we read not that he ever wrote to any at 
chat heereby Rome, He was much to blame ( ſorgetfull and careleſſe 
ra mo man that he was) that writing two Epiſtles to the diſperſed 
Poets be pe in divers countries, he could not remember Rome, that glo- 
ters ſucceſſors, rious ſeate of his Prince · like ſupremacie: ſurely he did well 
els they looſe deſetue for this his forgetful negligence to haue loſt his Vi- 
their right in carſhip. But it is not vnlike he ſued out a pardon fur it, and 
Tas. ſo auoided his deprivation. Well, howſoever the matter 
was, we ſce that the Papiſts haue neither word nor writing. 

nor revelation from Peter, by which they might know how, 

that he choſe Rome for the ſcat of his Popedome: & therfore 
it muſt be by his perſonall being there, ot els yeeld it ro be a. 
very idle dreame, or a matter of their one meere imagina- 

tion, without word, writing, revelation, or faithfull relati» 
on from any other, of Peters chuſing of Rome for his 

Seate. | 

p. They will ſay, they doe know it from Chrifts words paſce 

oxyes, and dabo claves: inwhichwerds in both Peters — 


of the Popedomees © 
and authoritic laide downe before bim, and dopenbim, 
0. Theſe words were common to all the Apoſtles, and 
not peculiat to Peter : for were not all commanded to 
reach? Mat. 28. 18.19. and he not the like to Chriſt gave 
S411? Jab. 20.21. 23. 23. and did not S. Paul vſe the keyes? — * 120 
1 Cor. 5. 2 Cer. 2, 10. 1 Tu. 1. 20. Ihope they will not ſay, all che reſt of 
that he received this authoritie from S. Peter, but from Jeſus the Apoſtles 
Chriſt, if they ſhould ſo ſay, S. Paui will deny it. Againe 1 O.. & 2.8. 
as ke them how they conclude from hegce, that Peter was 
Biſhop of Rome? Chriſt ſaid, paſes ov deboclaver : ergo 
he was Pope of Rome. They ſeeke in theſe words his ſu- 
premacie: but by what quinteſſence of wit find they Rome 
heere? by what new Logicall skill can they conclude from 
hence that hee muſt needes bee Biſhop there ? If they will 
needes haue Chriſts words to put him into poſſeſſion of his 
Biſhoprick at Rome, then would I faine know, why went he 15.2 
(as Bellarmine earneſtly contendeth againſt Onayhrius that — _ 
he did) firſt vnto Antioch, there to be Biſhop f- Andifhee 
was thete 7.yeares before he went to Rome: how is it that 
Antioch hath not the ſupremacie, ſeeing hee went thither, 
and made that (as they ſay) his firſt ſeate ? how can they 
ſhew that ic was tranſlated from thence to Rome; bur by 
Peters being at Rome? I alſo deſire to know of them, whe- 
ther Chriſt ſpake theſe words to Peter as to an Apoſtle, or 
to him as a Biſhop? Iftheyfay,as to a Biſhop, then Chriſt 
ſpake to him not as to the Prince of the Apoſtles, but as to 
one inferior to them all: for the Apoſtles could & did make 
Biſhops; but no mortall men could make Apoſtles, but on- Gal. 11. 
ly Ieſus Chriſt. By this ſaying they doe viliſie S. Peter, and Papiſts falfly 
vtterly loſe the ſupremacie, which they fo eagerly contend contend for a 
for, by making him a Biſhop. If they ſay, at to an Apoſtle, av; 1 
then was he tyed to no certaine place, and if he was an Apo- hold wo 
ſtle, how dare they debaſe him, and make him inferiourro him inferiour 
an Apoſtle? Ifyet for theit owne advantage, as they foo- to all the Apo 
liſhly thinke, they will needes haue him a Biſhop, though ils. 
the Archbiſhop, and Primate of all other, and keepe his A- 3 


9 


poſtleſhip: then muſt he be held a Biſhop, (as the Archbi« 
B 2 | hop 


wh — — Aseſf⸗ 
Ceſarea, and Antioch 3 and therefore pony wy Jn 
Rome, he could not be Biſhop of Rome, And therefore 


Bellarmine far his on requiriis worthy to haue his hat pul'd, i; 


off his head., and to be Aulrardigalled for thus diſvicaring 
the pope, and dial g of him to claimefor Rome any. 
night of ſupremacie 8. Peter, if he never was there, 


p. They will ſay, it may eaſily be imagined, that Peter be- 
ing (4s they would baue him) the Prince of the A poſtles, would 


e the principall Citis of the world then for ha princiall 
(eate. 


O. Wharmen may imagine, is. one thing. an d how they 

| — the truth of that which they ſo imagine , is an 2 
; let them ſhew vs by what evidence of truth Pe- 

ter — ome to be his chiefe Seate, and ſo made the Bi- 


ſhop sthereofhis Succeſſours before all others, if ir was not 
ng to Rome. 


+ ed ſapremacie is to be e 
E. —.— well concluded this point: and therefore if; 


— pleaſe, Iwill proceede on, to proue him never to haue. 
ene at 


p. But before, Ipray gan let me ſa if taos one things -_ 
0. What is that? 


P. Euen that which I A men to ſay „ ts: 


wit, that this is waſte Jabeur in you, becauſe though it be yeel-. 
dea them that Peter was at Rome, yet as Bellarmine ſaiib, it u. 


ne; ſufficient to wake bim Biſbop ,. the Prince of the . 
Har * 8 8 2 


4% being at Rome; it gaineth the Adver. 
 ſarienothing, neither diſedvantageth vs any thing, it it 9 
purpoſe tocontend with themabourit; What ſay yowrorbigt © 

O."Thaue heard as much ſpokenwy ſelſe, and Ido grant 
that the Papiſts can not conclude from theuce, what they i. e 
would haue him to be; yet wich all due reſpect and honour Id bor top 
vnto all thoſe learned men, I take it to he no needleſſela . Peer bis nor 
bour, but᷑ a matter to be ſtood vpon with them, and that for being a 
many reaſons; _ Ne. 

P. I world gladly heare them. N. 

O. Firſt, Becauſe we ſet that it, and none other is to hee rears to 
held the ground and foundation neceſſatily of their Roman moue vs to de- 
Babell, which being ouer-throwen ;; turneth ouert ny Peter his be- 
turfie the whole building of the towrie headſhip of Rome. ing t _— | 
Secondly, becauſe of the loue of the truth, which in this any ry 8 
point Gad hath teuealed vnto vs,andin hatred of falſhood, gainſt che Pa- 
which hath in this tale beene ſo long obtruded vpon thepitts, 
world for an vndoubted truth : bywhichthe more ſimpl-e 
ſort haue beene groſly ſeduced, and dra wen to giue honour 
to that See of Rome. Theſe ate we to haue heerein-reſpeR: 
vn to, and to giue them ſatisfaction: for albeit learned men 
know , that to grant Peters being at Rome is nothing, yet 
to ſhe to theſe, that he neuet as there. and to ptoue ĩt to 
be but a fable, will more worke vpon them, than any other 
way of reaſoning, to make them to teject the Popes auto. 
rity, which they doe honour onely vpon this conceit, that 
they beleeue Peter to baue beene at Rome, and ſo thePoper 
to be indeed his Sueceſſour. Thirdly, becauſe the denyall 
of this, and the — to proue it ſoundly, or els 
to yeeld, will cut off infinite diſputations and troubleſome 


controuerſies ariſing out oft, wearying euen to the death 
many learned mea on both ſides. For iſ peter muſt neceſſa -- 
rily be at Rome to make him p ope there, and yet it be pro- 

ued that he neuer was at Rome. What neede we diſpute of 


the ſucceſſion there, of the Popes power, of the pretogatiues 
of chat Sec, ———— 


uch matters of controverſies, 
B 3 bert 
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jan vs and them, all depending Peters Epiſco 
6 . a i 


t Rome f Founthly, becauſe , thoughir 


es- dur vs, neither will gaine them any thing, 
to grant him to haue beene there. Yet the proving of him. 
It doth grear'y not to haue beene at Rome, will greatly endamage them. 
| wag dry Firſt, this will ouerthro the credit of all theit traditions; 
gion, and that for if this maſter tradition bee found a lye, who will be- 
many wayes. leeue any of the reſt ? for nothing can bee ſaid for a traditi- 
It weakeneth on ( ſauing the witnes of God, of Chriſt, ofhis Apoſtle , of 
. any approoued witnes which heard or ſaw Peter at Rome, 
ets wM Ae this tradition hath not actained vnto) bur this 
>: 6h ' hath it, Comncils, Canons, Fathers, Popes, the aurea Legen« 
da, a yearely remembranceof Peters Chaire , the ſeate it 
ſelfe, his ſepulchre, miracles and wonders done thereby, 
and the witnes of Pilgrims running to Rome to viſit his ſe» 
pulchre, And therefore if this bee counterſeite ſtuffe, fare- 
well the credit of all other their relations which they make 
for the honour of their Pope, their Church and ſeruice. Se- 
Ittreadech the condly, this being fully diſcouered, (as by Gods bleſſed aid 
Popes autho- jt may) and generally made knowen. , it will weaken the 
riry vnder Popes authoritie, inthe hearts of all ſuch, as through igno« 
* rance of this truth, and by beleeuing Peter to — AA at 
Rome, did the Pope almoſt, if not altogether, diuine ho- 
nour, preſuming him tobe Peters true Succefſour, & Chriſt 
tt diſcovereth his Vicar heere vp on earth. Thirdly, this will ſhew the fol- 
che vanity and ly of theirreligious conceit of their pope, the vanitie of 
Folly of hepa · their faith, ſetled onely vpon the ſayings and writings of 
piſta faich. men, without the word, the falſhood ofthe Popes titles, and 
his helliſh pride in his uſurped ſupremacie, the curſed con- 
fidence they haue had to his fooliſh and alſo blaſphemous - 
pardons, by which they haue beene imboldened to ſinne, 
made vainely confident of the remiſſion of their ſinnes, and 
k ſmiteth off ſoſccured of life, with ſome ſhort time of paines in Purga-: 
the Popes rorie,whenthey did runne the way of eternall death. Laſtly, 
head, & _ this is as che ſword, not to hackle him, or to cut off ſome 
* parts, ofhim ; bur to ſmite off that Golyas head at one blow, 
der, and as gun · poder, to blow vp him and his ſeate (as 2 
| wo 


8 * 
e 7 
would haue done heere the Parliamenthouſe ; belliſh und 
. — 5 wr 
one warre t 
that ſo we the Ace ee e Theſe be 
my inducements to thinke my labour not waſte, neither of 
any other which ſhall ſtand out with them in 2 | 
what doe you thinke —_ 7 | 
P. Je my poore indgmit, the reaſons are of force top * 
learned 1d labour more is this matter and to — 
ver ſaries,cither certainiytop rome u they emght to de, and as + 


'” Id, if t 2 N in is article of rheis 


Pope and Head lineth . els entonſly achnawle . 
2 at the length, aui deceius no — world, that ten 
building is but vpon a ſa — SM their faith 
very Fx Fo or at the b an the allible ſayin 2 — 
vor from the holy trut od efore 4s a learned 
faith, Nemo Papiſticam reli gyonem! fide — ſequi? wow} ed 
poteſt. ſed opinione tantum, aut con --5 ware” hu · — 
jus religions fundamentum eſt; ſub fidem non ko ern . 
fore can there he no certaintis in their Religion, 10 ſettle men 
con ſciences. 

O. It is very true ede ſay : and therefore ſeing 
youſo well like of my reaſons , and ſee ſo cauſe why 
Pers being at Rome ſhould be denyed, andthe contrary 
— againſt thoſe Pererſ-Popes z 1 will now pto- 
ceede, 

p. Trarneſtly intreat you ſo to dos, and I wiſh that you. - 
me a well {atiefitme 2 4s you baus is thiſe things be- 
fore going. 

0. [hope I hall, and all ſuch lovers of the truth as 

u 
">. Hane you many reaſon: ? 

0. 5 — many ad e reaſons, as I take them, o 

t eb | *** 

p. What & the fir tu ben -—/ 2 

0. Myfirftreaſon . bringing of Perer * 
Proue yer at Rome, 
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ne 3 iptures very evidently to be an vntruth: for 
The Papits firftehey f time to Rome in the 2. of Clan- 
tell dus tale at diam: but we finde him both before, at that time, and after, 
the firſt with in leruſalem and lewrie and the coaſtes thereabout, out of 
many lies, which he neuer went till aſter the Couucill at Jeruſalem 7, 
_ con” yeares after the a (of Clandims, Then they ſay that hee was 
Bon - ay 25. yeares Biſhop of Rome, after hee had beene 7. yeares 
8 at Antioch, xhich alſo is as vntrue as the other: for Peter 
did not outliue Paul, if, as they ſay, they both in one yeare 
andthe ſame day ſuffeted together. Now Pau after his 
conuerfionliued not aboue 33. r 34. yeares: if he ſuffered 
in the 12. (as Epiphanins) or 13. of Nero (as Baron con- 
fidently avoucheth it. Now Bellermme himſelfe alloweth 
Peter 5. yeares to abide in lewry, (hut Onaphrixe g. as well 
he might, and more yeates too, euen tillthe Councill which 
was in the 18. of Pauls converſion) then 7, yeares at Anti- 
och, and 25, at Rome; now 5. 7. and 25. come vnto 37, 
yeares, longer then Peter did liue: but take out 18. yearesgin 
which Pgrer was in and about Iewry, and 7. yeates fox his 
being at Antioch ( ſor hee w ent not thither before the 18. 
yeares) and then there remaineth hut g. yeares for his being 
at Rome. Thus is his 25. yeares pitifully curtaled, and the 
fal ſnood diſcoueted. Now for the firſt place where he was 
Biſhop,to wit, at Antioch, as Beflarmine contendeth by ma- 


ſayhe went the 


_ ben. ny teſtimonies agaioſt Onnphriza. , where, ſaich Exſebins, 
Eaſeh.in cio. ſandevitEccleſiamyitis flat againſt the Scripture; HG, 11. 
19.26, Thus wee ſee how this ſtorie of bringing Peter to 
Rome beginneth wich neuer a word of truth; -. 
p. If thus they begin ,a man may baue good cauſe to call the 
whole matter into queſtion , for truth needeth. no he for the 
fowndation: What t your ſecondreaſon? _... 7" 
The relation O. My ſecond reaſon is:, becauſe his journeying to 


ofthree things Rome, ſet out by Metaphraſtes, the Revelation ofthe tran- 
moſt neceſſay ſlatidn of4tis ſeate from Ant ioch to Rome „ mater. 5 
a 1 Graliamm 
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things perſwac 
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ont. 
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doth tell vs — minde — to gde thither; as was in er 
Paul, Act. 19.2 ĩ. or of the · Loꝛdi fore · tellimg obbim; chat 
he thould goe thithes , 20 he fore-rold Pad; At. 23. 11. 
Neither doth Lale inthe Acts vxite either of bis geing to 
Rorne, dr of his being there and yet hee namethmany pla 
ces where hee was. Hee alſo mentioneth Rome ſiue times, 
and writeth of Vanlagoing thither, of his abode there with 
whom he was, as may be well nto the 


death; 2 The, qandyer ww 


Luke deth not mention bis being there, that be was not rheve : 
for be telleth not of bis being at en Deter kaowbys, 
Paul that bewas there, v1, 4s om 
O. Firſt I ſtand not onely epdnS Links Glerice;butof $; 
Pauli too, yea ofthe whole New teſtament, in which is not 
one ſyllable to proue his being there. Secondly, I auſwere; 
that the reaſon were not if it had e 


OA to haue beeneremedicd: · „at ien 
eſſaty 7 0 _ 


P. 


(ho e — ) relateth ĩt) . — 
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of his 
dnewordot* Feten 


being there. n 1 
P. It may le, they will ſay; chard? faltwank doth; becuaſe þ3/-10 
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bi pape ls Peters Sue ay collave; nbd —— 
> hurch,on which all mutt dependjand of which. 
all muſt berolefſe they will be damned, as they ſay. Now 


theſe being fuck maine points of their ſaluation, and theſt 
ewasn iſhop , as before I hai 
not the Head ofthe Church, by any right from S. Peter) it 
wat of abſolute neceſſiie, ro haue hi at Rome recor- 
1 109 ea Goc in his mercie, forthe better aſſuring the truik 
of thoſe neceſſarie points of ſalvation (as they hold them) 
could not, nor would haue omitted che ground heereof, 
but ſome ane penman or other of his iritſhould haue te- 
p. Trueih u cam n im that fete. 
; ſary a point ſhould be omitted; and ir it credible bat fo bigh “ 
It is not CIE- men A per ſan (as they would baue bim tobe) if be had been 
* hnowen far the 2 Cboreb beers on earth, & 
| ew Kune for hur feate', that thy Brſbops thereof 
ſhould —— him in that high office , 1 
ing recorded fp grade the bead of al Churches, ont of whichno ſalvatiau. is 
in the SC , / ſey avy way eredible,that his N thitber, to that chieft 
— {tie then in the wor id. ,, 10 eſtalliſb iat antboritie vpon his 


Succeſſours ,to advance Rome to ſuch immortall glorie to the- . 
wordds end ſhould be fo prunty v and ſo finiſhed that 


v mention ſhould be mate thereof, neither by Luke, nor Paul; 
gor by himſelfe, 4 other. Apoſtle, when be went, from 
whence wth e, by what mene at any time? for my part, 
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TY | 1 Gal. as: 
. r 
he beſtowed hisminiſtetie, 5 ende oſcis prea - 
ching among the Gentiles, but in Ctſaras: heither had hee Ad. . 
eee it: ic, for himielſe at the” ny 
,ouncill many yeares after, hut that onely eb them 
9 ——— ; pms ve —— r 
the bead of cheGeniles, endepe hes ſhould gn beben 
breaker, and doe directly againſt his comp und, „ 0 
FA ls 416 '! 01 anitatnes Ad v3 qogitd grew: 11 © ** 
blemepredch, 1 

why might vet adſaꝗ. Peter te gi Gant il 11 ng 

0. It was not vnla full for Peter io pteach tothe Gen 
tiles ſometimes and Paulto the Iewes, as he did; but this · 


eee 


Pet. CI 


4 1.0 N 0 © 32 


ene eee reach them — 

The wee ,trryight be to tes ch the Jewerthere;z I anſwere, 

ww! C — 

i bent C1000 

Nenne and in Egypt and other nations Northward , Eaſt- 

20790 of A 9—— r for WHO ban otherwiſe 

- > xhinke}bucke bein _ —— lewes:, would 

e DOING Ns 

„ —: en wt ns wr 

halbe ewe and therefore if Peroywas there before him- 

to teach he was either very negligent iu teaching, or voide 

of allftuit among them: r of which may be imagined- 

when we finde every. where in hit the bre ang 

The end why P. 1 baue rad, th peter wn te Rome lo. 

they ſay Peter preach bit ber te the lewer or Gemtilery but for another end, to 

went 2 haut a ron fllt with — Ma Base NE theend mdeede. 
Ih 2.0 7 of. ” 200. onv o: 
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omane Biſhop by bis comming to Rome, ? when no tek 
thing was intended io ah ah 1111 ,7 
h (Orth — er 4 
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them, well as. they can, to be vounterſeitr. 7 | 
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The fabulaum foundation ; 

ex of the bleſſed Apoſtles ſeene again ſuch an Apo- 
——.— ſecne againſt the hypoctites eAnanias 45 
Saphira: And therefote he being left in his humiliation with 

out mentioning of any oppoſit ton, e may wel thinle there 
was no ſuch thing. Secondly, Becauſe the time imagined of 

Thagiape wht bringing Pererzo Rome, to haue this conflict wiih this 
is found falſe. Mag us, to wit in the 2. of Claudum, is found flatcontrary to 
* the Scripture, and ſo a very lye. Thitdiy, Becauſe they make 
— pen this Saver renowned at Rome, deceauing and ſeduc ing the 
power & au · People before Peter came thither, and though Paz/e was at 
thoritic, to Rome before Peterf as after ſhall be ſhewed ) yer Paal muſt 
magaity Peter not haue to doe with bim before Peter, but Peter forſooth 
muſt bee fetched from leruſalem ot Antioch, he muſt come 

ſofarre, and take io long a iourney to doe the feat. Is this 

likely? Had Pauli leſſe æcale, or po wet to oppoſe & confound 

AG. 13. 10. r. thia, then he had in rebuking ſhatply, & ſmiting with blind- 
neſſe that ſorcerer Elimas, ſeeing hee was ſent by Chriſt to 

Act. 25. 11. Rome ta ſet ſorth his name, and was indeed the Apoſtle of 
the Gentiles? Fourthly, Becauſe of the vncertaine telling of 

The tale ĩs vn the tale, in many particulass. 1. in the manner of Simons go- 
certainly told. ing, who went to Rome by ſea ſaith Eaſebum, he did flye to 
1 © 14. Rome ſaith Egeſppau, lifted vp of divells ſaich Clement , vn- 
5757 3 derpropped of two divels ſaith Suupitiua i but who ſaw the? 
Sulfit. lb. a. or hom knee they theſe things? 2. The conflict, moſt ſay 
ſacre hiſtor. was betweene him and S* Peter; but Cyril, Sulpitiu, Am- 

Cyril, ca. 6. groe, and alſo Gregerie Twronenſis ſay hie was overcome 

— — peter and Paul. 3. Touching the iſſue E and Clement 
Ton de ler, ſay that in the conflict hefeltdowneandbroke his legges & 
art. I. 1. C. 28, ioints, of vvhich after he ched, but ¶ yviil and Suipit ian tay he 
Euſeb. lib. a. cap. braft in ſunder and died forthwith. 4. Concerning the time 
14.15. when this was, aebi laith, the conflict was in the raigne 
It. 4"; -. of Cn, and fo faith alſo left ius Marr Jrenons,Terrallin 
Yertul.Apo.c.1; an, and S. ferome andrhatchenthepower of S came to 
Jerom. de vin naughitz but and other malte it to be towards the 
ile. in Petro. end oſ Ners. Who for the death of Mg caſt Peter into 
priſon;and fo after put him to death for the ſame; and ſo 
muſt ke by chis reckaing be 23 6 | 

25 7/00 2 rcerer 
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ſorcerer, from the ſecond of ¶ laadius to the laſt of Nero. 
And can this be likely, that peter comming to Rome by the 
inſpiration of God(as Euſeb iu faith) and fenced wu the 
divine armour of God, and brought for this end thither, 
ſhould haue ſuch ill ſacceſſe as not to prevaile #gainft one 
man ? Or will they abſurdly ſay, that hee came in the ſecond 
of Claudius, and went from thenee afterwards as Belm 
dreameth, and leſt the ſeat vndone, for which hee came for 
fo long time? Who can with reaſonſo thinke? Laſtly, I take 
t to be a fable, becauſe & ge c Al dias, and ſome ſuch The authors 
which write moſt ofit, are iudged to be fabulous authors, of this relatibs 
and the re lation made thereof by them, is ſo full of abſurd & arc fabulous & 
ridiculous wattet, as none that hath common ſenſe can glue ounterſeti 
eredit to them. | | 
P. Sir, I doe thanks you for thus: I ſee here fable vpon fable, 
to bring Peter to Rome and to make the Pope bis ſucceſſour but 
that I ſee ſuch apparant reaſons, I ſhould not haus thought that 
men of learning would once by their pennes haus ſet down ſuch 
idle fool ſb, and falſe talen but I baus here too long by this oc- 
caſion interrupted you. I pray you goe on, and tell memhat your 
next reaſon tn why you thinke Peter was not'at Rome ? 
0. I doe not take this as an interrupting of me any whit + 
at all, for that this is much to the purpoſe wee haue in hand, 
and ic may bee the fift rexſon to perſwade vs that Peter was 
never at Rome, becauſe this bing, by all our adverſaries 
made the end of Peters going thither,is found to be but an 
OY . 1 9 be i 5 and, | 

P. Indeed, this may well gos far the fiſt reaſon, o les it: 9 
what is then the ſixt ? 1 | em, 

O. My ſixt reaſon is, becauſe our adverſaries, who ſtand not be proued 


. c. 948 
plainety(at ſaith 8. Augustine) or not to bee credited, | bur hy eng 
not probably by any.teafonadle argumente. Bolle who © 03.2 oth 
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Js 4 am hath ſwet out the, quiriteſſence ofhis ſo- 
mad noel net 0g 20 Vee 4" de reaſons 

andveryf fully auſwered by three of our 
learned men, brands, lunius, and Whitacres, Now if pe. 
ters being at Rome were true: may wee thinke that our ad- 
verſaties could not proue it being ſo vrged, and put vnto it 
by vs,if any ſhe of truth Mere on their (ide? There wang 
not among them men of learning and of great reading: they 
ant no hookes, that may ſerue for their helpe herein, they 
haue had time enough to ſeareh it out, & yet hitherto they 
haue produced, neither ſound arguments, nor ſufficient wite 


- 


ne ſſes for this being a-macter de fatto only, as I ſhall małe it 
- - eleerehercaker, before I end this our conference. 


Our adverſa- 
ries diſagree 


wholy in eve- 


ry cu cũſtance 
On Platmain 
wits Petri, 
On Gal, 2, 


Anaclet,ep. 3. 


he Biſhop of Amtioch(ſaith Belarmine)and with hi 


p. Iwarabout to obrelt mens teſtimonies : but ſeeing you 
hane reſerned your anſwer to ſomedtber time, I will not trouble 
yen, till yen haus deliwered your reaſons, What is the next rea- 
4 O. My ſeauenth reaſon is, becauſe of the diſcord among 
theſe grand maſlers; they cannot agree among themſelues. 
One aſfirmeth, another denieth, one ſaith, another vaſaith, 
and the iarte is ſuch, as cannot be reconciled, Peter was in 
lewrie after Chriſis paſſion laith Befarmine,bur ſiue yeares: 
yes nine yeares, ſaith Onapbriuu: He went to Rome, ſaith ei- 
larmine, in che 2. oſ Claudius: nay, that is not ſo, ſaith vie. 
taue, forhe was at Jeruſalem in the ſixth, ot perad venture in 
the ſeauenth of Claudia. He went ( ſay ſome) from Ieruſa- 
lem to Romeſ( and doe ſuppoſe it out of AR. 13.17. But Ar 
nacletiu will haue him goe to Antioch ,and from thence to 


Rome: which Onapbris denieth,and would haue him firſt 


at Rome then at Antioch, and after at Rome againe, wy 
.ambling beeweene two Biſhopricks , being but ſo litile, ſo 
very little way aſunder, not paſt an 1800 miles betwene the 
one citie and the otherzbut what was this to Peter that rode 
vpon Pegeſws ? They ſay he tranſlated his ſeat to Rome frõ 
Antioch, but Avteria the Pope ( as Nicepherus telateth) 
keth of his ſeat alſo at Alexandria. Seaven yeates was 


m many, 


others 


« dthers more: nay, fairh Cardinall Cortes; * 

ued, ſor it was but five yeares, and addeth theſe words, Nuh 
lam grauem autborem ſeptennium illyd Vou both, 
faith Ovupbrius, yea and all other which hold him to be ſea- 
ven at Antioch and twentie ſiue at Rome, are groſly decen« 


ued,for he was but 25 yeares in both: for hee lined nor but 
24 ye ares and odde months after Chriſt : and hee abode in 


lewrie'9 of theſe yeares, how then could he line 5 and 25 in 


the other two places? This opinion Bellarmine doth ſo Ro. 
macke, as hee vttetly falleth out with On#phrize, and beat. 
eth him with many reaſons, ſuch as they bee, to vphold a fa. 
ble, and will(in ſpight of the 24 9 Perer 7 at Antioch, 
and 25 yeares at Rome, after the moſt common relation of 
this fabulous narration{for he loueth the lye for antiquitie 
ſake ) and therefore to make his account iuſt, hee will haue 
peter to liue 37 yeares, 5 in Iewrie, 7 at Antioch, and 25 
at Rome: When hee hath feigned the length of Peters life, 
he can then (bleſſing on his wiſe heart )cell you particularly 
without erting one yeate, how long hee was in every place. 


The Rhemiſts will haue Petet at Rome when Paul wrote to Rhem.on Ram. 
the Romans, and there to receaue private letters from Paule . 6. 


(for they ſaw and read them, ox had this knowledge by te- 
velation, or rather not to wrong them, by dreame ) becauſe 
paul ſaluteth him not in his publike epiſtle: But Bellarmine, 
who being a learned leſuite and Catdinall, and fo knewe 
more then the Colledge of Rhemiſticall prieſis, faith he was 
not at Rome, but was departed thence, by reaſon of Claudia 
edi againſt the Iewes, commanding them al to depart out 
of Rome, Thus hee teacheth his Rhemiſtsto ſpeake with 
more reaſonʒ though neither he, nor they care how they op- 


poſe the truth, Same will haue Peter perpetually reſidentat 


Rome 25 yeares: but Oumphruu will naue him double char. 
ged, and to keepe both, Bellarmene will haue him abſent 
ſome few yeares: but his hat cannot tell him how many: but 
(ortefia(as Mhitacres noteth) maketh him von reſdent fot 


16 _—_ from the 20 after Chriſt in the 1 1 of Clandins vn- 
tot 


e 36 of Chriſt and in the 13 of Nero, Belermine and o- 
D thers 


e , 23 
vou are deceas tofu af 
RH. a. 
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thers will needs haue Peter to dye inthe 37 after Chrift,and: 
inthe 14 of Nero. But Baronius will at no hand allow it, 
making his daies to end in the 13 of Nero. And thus we ſee 
how they bee together bythe eares, iralmoſt every thing, 
ſauing in this general, that they ſay, he was at Rome: bur 
neither knowe when he went, from whence, how long hee 
abode there, nar where he was when he went thence : let 
them but particularize any thing, and we ſhall ſee the gene- 
rall ſound vntrue by the ſame, and their diſcord fo great as 
nothing but the ſound of a fable commeth to the cares of 
ſuch as be wiſe, and not fooliſhly credulous. 
p. This their diſcord and ſo greatly diſſenting of one from. 
another viterly diſcrediteth their canſe,andpeircerh to the ve- 
ry heart the credit — 2 openly te the world, 
tbat the matter about which they al „ & to them 
moſt vncertaine,and may well of vs be concluded tobe but a fi 
Aion, But bane you yet any morercaſons toperſwade that bee 
peter was not O. Surely this one and no moe, which is the laſt, but not 
at Rome while of the leaſt waight effectually to perſwade; and it is this: 
Paul lived, Becauſe I finde, going along with Paul in his peregrination 
according to the Scripture, from place to place, and yeare 
after yeate, vnto his ſecond anſwer before Vero, a little be- 
fore his death, that Peter al this time had never bin at xome. 
P, If yes can proue this ſoundly,there need no moe reaſons 

to perſwade any indifferent man. | 
O. Idoubt not by Gods aſſiſſance tomakeit very eleete 
that peter after Chrifis death and Pauls converfion had ne- 
A true Chro- ver beene at xome during the raigne of Tiberius, nor in the 
nology of raigne of ( aligala, nor in all the daies of Claudius, nor in the 
Pauls 20 time of Nero, till S. paul had finiſhed his courſe and miniſte- 
16rvpe pr rie, and the time of his departure and martyrdome was at 
_ . hand. If a true and perfect Chronologie be made of Paules 
pont. peregtination from yeare to yeare, obſeruing therein, 1.70 
What is to be what cities aud countries he travelled, a, Ihe diſtance between, 
obſerued in 3, [n what ſpace of time he might make ſuch tournies. 4 . How - 
Paules pert Joug beabede in every citie & country untiſ be came to Rome» 
grination. ; | | W 5. Hen 


| of the Popedomet, © a5 
5. How Teng beabode there, andwhat Epiſtles bos mot frome, 
thence and when he before wrot to the Romans le —_—_— 
hereby, as cleerely as may be,that Peter was never at Rome, 

p. Thu « darketo me: | cannot concoane how — 1 ok 
grination is any thing te vbe purpoſe, toproue Peters not being 
at R mt. 

O. This is very much to the purpoſe : che knowledge How Pa- 
whereof gaue me the greateſt inſight into this thing, and regrinstion 
moſt perſwaded me to denie Peters being there. For you — much 
muſt vnderſtand: Firſt, that they make Peter and Pax! to — 2 
ſuffer martyrdome together in the ſame yeare, and in the tg. Pen 

ſame day: then that aui and Peter met often ( as Luke in 25 1. . 

the Acts recordeth) and the yeares of their meeting may be cb. ie Yorag, is 

obſerued when they met, & the place where. Thirdly, that — Pan 

Pauli Epiſtles, evt᷑ to his death afford 9 8 
Peters being at Rome either with Paui, or before Paula be- ; 

ing there: And therefore, if they will haue Perer to live no 

longer than Pau, but to die with him, and if then it cannot 

be proued both by his and Perers ſeverall travels, by their 

meetings together, and from ſound reaſons out of the Scrip 

tures, written by S. Paui and Lu his companion to the 

death, that Peter was not at Rome, all 8. aulas time; thẽ wit 
he never there. But this will be proued. If any ſay he might 
be before paul converſion, the Scripture in the Acts will 
confute them: if after his death, let them produce any ſuch 
teſtimonie if they can, which ſo ſaith : and the oldage of 
paul when he wrote from Rome, permitteth vs not to thin 
that Peter did out liue him, who was a married man before 

Pauls converſion, and before Chriſt began to preach when Act. y. 58. 
Paul was but young, when hee was converted aſter Chriſts 
death, But I need not ſtand vpon this, be cauſe none by 
Peter to Rome before Pauls converſion, nor after his death 
but in his life time. And therefore if Peter was not in the 
time of Paul at Rome: it muſt bee vndeniably true, that he 
never came there. 4 16 62 

P. [ now perceiue well your meaning : rom tel mee 1 

you when Paul was — bern be lined * 2 | 
2 ; 5 P 
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0. Paul was converted inthe yeare after Chrifts paſſis 


who did ſuffer in the 34 of his age: for hee began to preach 
when hee was about 30, Lak. 3. 23. and continued aboue 
three yeares, and was crucifiedin the fourth, for we finde in 
the Evangeliſt after Chriſt began to preach, to his ſuffering, 
 Euſeb.l.x, e. 11. foure Eaftcrs. And ſaith Doctor Reynolds, Pari was not pte - 
Aeli i ſently converted, aſter Chriſts death, as indeed it may eaſily 


are out of the Acts, where in chapt. 1.2.3.4. 5. 6.7. & . 
a things recorded to be done before his, — 


mentioned in the g. chapter, which could not bee done ſo 


immediatly after Chriſts paſſion, but ſome reaſonable time 
muſt be allowed forthe ſame, And if they grant but halfe a 
yeare, it muſt needs be in the yeare of Chriſt 35, and hereto 
doe aſſent both proteflants and Papiſts, which 35 yeare was 
in the 19 ofthe raigne of Tiberius. After his converſion hee 
lined not 37 yeares, as Bellarmine & others with him would 
haue it. For Peter and hee ſuffered vpon one and the ſame 
day, in the ſame yeare(ſa — but ſaith O»#phrins Peter li- 

s death, 3 months and odde 
daies and Bareniut ſaith, that Peter and Paul ſuffered inthe 
13 of Nero. & avoucheth it impoſſible to bee true that they 
ſhould ſuffer in the 14 of Nero: but in the 13, orratber in 
the 12 as Epiphanizs will haue it. Now fromthe 19 of File- 
rius being thefirſt of Paul to the beginning of the 12 0 


Nero, is 33 yeares, one month and three weekes, and two 


daies after Dios his account of the yeates ofthe Emperours 
raignes. For Tiberius raigned 23. yeares 7 monthes and 
daies, of which from the beginning of the 19 muſt be reck · 
ned 4 yeares 7 months and 5 daies. Galigula 3 yeates 9 
months an d 28 daies, Claudius 13 yeares 8 months and 20 
daies, and the. 1 yeares of Nere vnto the 12 come iuſt to 
the forenamed ſumme, Epiphanins his opinion who wil haus 
this martyrdometo be in the 12 of Nero, is indeed the moſt 
agreeable to the truth, as after Lwillſhew in the Chrono- 
logie, and therefore S. paul muſt liue after his converſion 
but 33 yeares and ſuffer in the. 34 and ſo long muſt Peter 
line, and no longer if they ſuffered together, at * 


' uf FR GEENA 27 
haveckem Now inallcheſe yeares ofS-Paule is, Pererwas 


neverat Rome; . 


p. 17 long fo ſee ch rooſt fete fer fil. ſe⸗ ue. . 


the matter cleare, and 
O. It is granted elarmine, and not 


pus it an 
byB eee, 

that Peter — the fitſt tiue yearcs of. Pauli conver any, ker 
lewry and the coaſtet thereabouts. as is gathered out ofthe ( 
Acts, .chap. 9.32. 43. and 10. 24. 48. . — 1.18. 
Then after for 7, yeares mote, when Paul went from leru: to the Pope, 
ſalem to Tatſus, ¶ Act. 9.30; Gakz1.)andthento Anti- (nor her fore 
och,where he with Barnabas abode a whole yeare, Act. 1 f. to be 

26. and then afterwards were ſent to Ieruſalem with relicfe moſt 
tothe Saints there, AR.r1.,20;whiich was in the 3 3 frank * 
conuerſion. Peter was not at Rome, neither had bom a3 yet 
there. For Bellarmine alloweth theſe 7. yeares to be ſpent at Church (and 


2 
againſt Hart ) 


in An- 
— 


Antioch, where Peter was firſt Biſhop ( as they ſay ) and ſhereſore to 
therefore he could not be at Rome, as yet; ne ither 2 ——— 25 


was he now at Antioch to plant the Church there for no ,,,Q, org. 
Apoſtle taught firſt at Antioch, Act.. 1. but ſome other, as yeares in lew- 
men of Cyprus and Cyrene; Add. 1. 19. 20. and the fir — —— 27, which he 
of note was Barnabas, the next was Paul, who was fetche 

thither by Barnebas from Tarſus, Act. 11.25. 26. which Bar- e f 
nab. neither needed nor would have done had peter beene proved it by 
there: who indeed came not thither , till aſtet the Councill many: reaſbris 
at Ileruſalem, as after ſhall be ſhewed, but abode at Teruſa- in his annoc. 
lem and in lewrie, and in the coaſtes thereof: for before Pan on on Plains in 
went to Antioch, we finde peter at Jeruſalem, Act 11.3. and p — 
when Paal came with Barnabas to Antioch, peter was then — the _— 
at Icruſalemin priſon, Act. 1 3. 3. ſo as peter for 12.ycares of Church of 
rauli converſion had not beene at Antioch much leſſe yen 


Rome. ifts reach; 
P. Whatyeare was e that Peter man into fa eee | 
priſon by Herod? | 1 — 


O. It was faith Crier in the, 4.0f Clandine: :fornow was G Au. 4 | 
the famine mentioned in Act. x * and that ſaith Oreſſau, Funci. Chron, | 
was in the 4, of Claudius, in which re alſo Herod who © — 2 
. dyed: he was IR dof Godſnone af- | 8 


at The fabulous foundation 
ter hel the Apoſlle, and had 


. 
pu < 


impriſoned Pe- 


* 


mY by Cade Angell was Mans N yan of 
 He#od happened the 4, of (Landis, v in th care of 
bis V goyands Iadea to Hereds government, which he 


ter 


Antiq. l.. cap. held Toſephms) fully whole three yeates, and dyed in 
ze Now incke eee e. 

dia (as Bellarminealſo will haue it , allowing for Peter in 
Jewrie 3. yeates, and 7. in Antioch ) is ſpent fully 12. 


"Thiee errours P. Zy this I perceiue three erraurs which the Papiſt main 

which the Pa- rains. Firſt, that Peter pianted not the Church of Antioch as 

piſts do main · i j ſot denne is Euſebius Chronologie. Secondly, that be nei. 

— ther was ; nor conld be Biſhop there 7. ycares (as they ſay ) be- 
| 9/9 

fore ho went to Rome, Thivdly, thatbe went not to Rome ( 4 

they commoeniy tell ibe tale) in the 2. Claudius. 

O. You haue well andrtuely obſerved theſe things: for 
AR. 11,19. 20, the firſt oftheſe is plainely againſt the hiſtory of the Acts. 
35.26, The ſecond can not poſſibly be true ( ſeeing peter departed 

| not out of fewiie for the fitſt 12. yeares of Pauli converſion) 

| it they will haue him 2 — Biſhop of Rome: which im- 
1 poſſibility Ouapbrius finding out, he feigned a new device 

to make Feter Biſhop of both places at once : and the time 

| 


12. 2. j. be at Ieruſalem in the time of the famine, which was the 4. of 
C andiuu. Secondly from Bellarmines account, who allow- 
eth S. and 7. yeures to be ſpent before Peter went to Rome. 
Now from ie 29.of Tb to the 2. of Claudius is (as O- 
uupbrius alſo reckoneth) full . yeares, 3. mone ths and odde 

dayes (as the yeares before out of Dion ſne w vnto vs) and 

not 12. yeares (as Bellermine ſuppoſeth) though the 19. of 

2 495 the 4 en 1200 4 Thirdly from 

this if it be true that Exſebius afficmeth ) chat the Apoſtles 

9 wete commanded by Chriſt, not to depart from — 

co the end of ta yeares, which reach to the 4. of Claudim, 

the yeare of Peters impriſonment and-deliverance, before 
vrhich time ofhis deliveranee no approyed Authour peaks 


| 


A0. 11. 18. 29. anerrourplainely: firſt from the scripture, ſhewing Peter to 
and 

| 

C6, 
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| of bothro be bur 25. yeares. The third, wee ſee to be alſo 
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eth of Peters going out of lewry towards nome, howſoeuer- 
the 2. of ¶ laudiu is generally but very ynadviſedly named 


for the time of Peters goingtogxome, Oh, 
P. Though he went ys ny lr ges this. 


„ 


ther, + n | 
O. Whenhe was delivered out of priſon, and when dam pan went not 
with Barnabas, were teturned to Antio 2 Aft, 12. to Rome when 
25. Peter went neither to Antioch ( for all the famous men he was delwe- 
there now were reckoned vp by Lake, AB. 1 3. 1. but no 3e4fromHerad ' , 
word of peter) nor to rome , but conveyed himſelfe into bythe Angel. 
ſome other place more ſecret, and retyred, than that where Ad. 12.17. 
the Church was aſſembled (which — 5 for him, and to wo. 
whom hefirſt came to ſhewhimſelfe) for a time, till the: 
ſearch made for him at the commandement of Herad was 
paſt, and till Herod was departed out of fudeato Ceſarea. 
P. That other place in Alt. 12. 17. they wil haus, I . 
member, Rome it ſelfe. | | 
O. You well remember it, for ſo it is taken by them, but The other + 
who can bee ſo drunke with that whoriſh cup, as not to po OD. 1 
ſee the ſottiſnneſſe of ſuch an expoſition ? This was no — _ 2 
knowen place, neither deth Lal in this his hiſtory vſe this Rome. 
word place for a citie, eſpecially ſo ominent : hee ſaith not, | 
when one was to goe to a citie, that he went to a place. But 
I would heere know, whence they learned to take this o- - 
ther place for Rome ?- What expohtour new or old, uf lea: - 
ning and godlineſſe did ever ſo interpret the ſame ? And 
what reaſon from _ one word or circumſtance in the 
text, can leade them thereunto? Ifheere be meant Rome, 
why did not Lab ſpeake plainely, and ſay ſo, as well as he 
named before how Peter was in Ieruſalem, Samatia, Lydda, 
Ioppa, and Ceſarea? durſt he not name Rome heere, as he 
did after in Ac. ig. and 23. 1 l. and 28? was there any dan- 
ger in it? or had hea minde to keepe Peters going thit her 
ſecret, that it might not be knowen ? What ſhew of reaſon: | 
they can make for this their obſcure place, that it ſhould: 
be Rome ſo imperiall a ſeate then, I doe nor ſee, ray 
p. Surely if they rauuot bring Pope peter 10 Reims with. 


mere - 


bs 


. 
a = 


Fern. 
AA. 1a. 5. mi O. When Paul and Barnabas , after Peters deliverance, 
13.1. 27.4 vere returned to Antioch, and from thence ſent out by the 
| holy Ghoſt into mary countries, and came into many ci · 
ties paſſing to and fro (which — ne 13. and 14. 
Chapters, and was not finiſhedin a ſhort ſpace ) yet when 
Peter was not they ca: ne again to Antioch, they abode there a long time, 
ar Rome be · till they two came vp to the Councill at Ieruſalem , in all 
+11" gg which time Peter had notbeenear Rome, but was at Jeru- 
lem, ſalem, or in thoſe coaſlesz for in AR, x2. before they tooke 
the journey, Peter was at Ietuſalem, or fome-wherein that 
other place, And when they came to leruſalem, Peter was 
there Act. 1 5. 7. of whom Lal doth not ſpeake, as of one 
come from a farre off thither, to the Councill. as Bellarmine 
| conceiteth from Rome, but as of one which had continued 
Jerom,deviris there with the Apoſtles and Elders, Now this Councill w 
iluft, Crrion in jn the g. ot Claudias, ſaith /erome,andin the 18,0f pauli con- 
Chron lib. 3. v erſion: for asi telleth of 3. yeates in Gal. i. 17. and then 
— of 14. Gal. 2. r. ſpent when he went with Barnabas and 75. 
mn comment. 5, Vp to Ieruſalem, to the Councill there (as the learned do 
Polen. in flog, hold, and that truely: for after this time Paal and Barnaba 
Tbeſibesiaꝑ. parted, and ibefore this time they came but once together to 
leruſalem in the 14. of Claudius) ſo as it muſt be in the 18. 
Luck. on Gal. gf Pault converſion, as Luther holdeth, and out of Pauli 
2 words may be concluded. And therefore for all this time, 
for full 17. yeares, and now going on the 18. of Paal, Peter 
had not heene at Rome. Yea Calvin ſaith, that for 20 yeares 
14. after Chriſts death, Peter was at leruſalem: which being ſo, 
there remaineth but 13. or 14, yeares of his life after z. and 
then what is come of his being Biſhop at Rome 25. yeares? 
P. It eas notbedenjed bus of the ſhameleſly impudent, that 
the Papsſts faile of their time when they ſay peter wont toRows 
| in 


9 
44. 6.6 


Ln 


on ar 


vibe 2:0f Claudius, 4d how long be abode there, for the ſpace 
of 25. yeares, theſe two are 2 ” 
net owely ro prone, that he was not onely there then nor ſo fog, 
but that he was not there at all, Now though be were not at 
Rome before this (ouncill, bee yer might goe forthwith after 


. - thttber. 


0. He was neither before the Couneill there, neither cd Peter went not 
he goe thithet when the Councill was ended? for wee ſinde to Rome after 
that nou he went from Ietuſalem to Antioch, and was chere ue 3 | 
with Barnabas and Paul, who reproved him for his diſſimu-c H 
lation; and maketh mention of the covenant berweene Gal. z.rr, 
them, beforc he came from leruſalem, that he ſhould goe to 
the Gentiles, aud Peter to the Circumcifion, as it node ſee- 
meth that he did, after the Councill, to wit, to thoſe which 
dwelt out of lewity, out of which , and the cosftes there- 
bout before this time,wereade not that he went. 
p. But how can you. prove that bis going to Antiech was 

rer ar this time after the Conncill, and not before : for the R- 
maniſt Bellarmine will bane it before ? | . a 

O. I haue not onely learned men, as* Sibrand, b Pola. Reaſons pro- 
vu, e Parexa and others uffirming the ſame, but reaſon alſo, "5 Peter to 
leading me foro thinke,' For betore wee ſee that Perer was — ” 
not out of lewrie, and the coaſtes thereof. Againe 8. Pas! dhe CE 
(peaking of their to meetings at Antioch, telleth firft of and not be- : 
their covenant made at Jerulalem , which was atthe Conn, fore. 
cill as it is generally held, and as it muſt be taken, as before "= Pape Rom, | 
I haue ſhewed. Mereouer, hen Peter came to Antioch *. N 

E CN, ercl. parte >. 

there was Barnabas allo : now before the Council, 'Perter c Comment. 
could not bethere with themtwo: for Paul is mentioned on Row. c.16, 
onely three times to haue been at Antioch before the Coun chytreus in 
cill with Barnabas, The hiſſ time was , when Nara | 
fetched him from Tarſus to Antiech, AH. 11. ond then was N 1 1 
Peter at leruſalem, Act. 8. i. and 11.7. The ſecond; When Paul; 9 | 
he and Baruubm went back frem Ieruſalem, after yo they Antiotfr Ur- 


had fulfilled heir minifterie, Alt, 1 3. 25 and 1.1. 5 fore the 


Peter newly delivered out of priſon, and gone inte ; 
Therplace, Aft, 12.17, whichif'it were Rome, as me bf), 
e a "= * them theſe times. 


* 


AS. 15. 39. 


-33 
that he wat not then there, the principallpesſ; 


firming the Churches, a 
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them ſay,ir can not be that Peter was then at Antioch, and 


ons (as before 
is noted) which were with the Church then, are particulac- 
ly named, but Peter is not mentioned. Thechird ime was, 


- whenhe and Barnabas were returned out of thoſe Regions 


mentioned in Ad. 13. and 14. and were come to Antioch . 


g gaine, Ad. 14.36. then was Peter at Ieruſalem, Act. 15. 


2.7. and albeit Paul and Barnabas abode at Antioch a long 
time after their returne thither, 48.14.28. yet in all that 
ſpace peter came not thither; for wee reade, chat when tbe 
contention was among them raiſed vp by certaine brethre, 
which came from letuſalem, onely ban and: Barnabas are 
ſaid to oppoſe them, At. 3. a. and not peter, Who when 
they ca e to Ieruſalem ſtood for them., and were againſt 
the Tewiſh brethren, 44, 1 5. 7. I he had beene at. Antioch, 
would he haue beene ſilent? or would Lake not haue 
youchſafed re name him? but it appeareth plainely he was 

not there, by this, that the antiochians — ſend 
Paul and Barnabas to the Aꝑoſtles which were at Ieruſalem: 
Peter was found there then, and is particularly named, Add. 
15.2.6. 7. And thus we ſee that peter vas not at Antioch be- 
fore the ¶ ouncill, but after, and that not long neither; for 
paul and Barnabas fell at oddes, within ſhort ſpace after, 
and ſo depatted one froman other. And therefore Peter: 


being at Antioch mult bee berweene the Councili at Ieruſa- 


lem , and theit falling out, els could not peter haue them 
both there as hee had when hee came to Antioch , Gal. 2. 
11.13. | 

P, ; baue well ſatisfied mee in this, Tpray you now fee 
on. 1 

O. When pas l departed from Barnabas at antioch, and 
tooke with him Kyla, going thorow Syria and Cilicia, con- 

d ttauailing into many places men- 
tioned in Ad. 6. and till he cad to Corinth peter was 
not at Rome: for at that time uiuu had commanded all 
the lewes to depart out of Rome. Therefore peter not be- 
ing there before, e may well chinke he could not be there 


89 


now. And Bell armcine (though 
peter was before this time at Rome) 
preſent was not there, but departed 
on the Edit of C landius 151 WA 
vp. If be vas not at Rome, it wil be demumdled where he was 
ten? | 


file: and ſeeing he had covenanted to goeforth'among che 
lewes, and was now come abrond/itis very likely that now . 
he went into Aſia and Bitbinia, and ſo into the reſt, and I ſo 1 Pet. . 
thinke , not onely becauſe peter was onward in his wa 
when he was at Antioch , but alſo for that the holy Ghoſt 
would not let eax/ (travailing with the decrees at that time 
thorow 'Fhrygia and Galatia) goe into Aſis and Bichynia, Ad. 76. 6.7. 
for that Peter might be there, whoſe miniſterie with P | 
he would not vſe in the ſame places at one time. the one be. 
ing the Apoſile of the Citeumciſiou, the other of the Gen. 
tiles: neither (as obſerveth a learned man) did the Lord e- Kckermes in 
ver vſe the miniſterie of two Apoſtles togethet out of fudea A theoloy, 
and the places nighthereabour, as he did the miniſterie of * 
Tobn and Peter in Samaria, AR | 
p. But ſome may perhaps ſay ' , ibat Peter was not in thoſe 
parts, though he wrote vnto the Fewes diſperſed rere. 21 b 
O. It is held by many witneſſes, that Prter was in thoſe na 34. Ta. 
countries, Which in his firſt Epiſtle he mentioneth, to wit, in Joo Sa: 
Pontus, Galatia, Capadocia, A ſia and Bithynma,' He was alſo in. in vii 
the Apoſtle ofthe Iewes, who were chiefly inthoſe parts of al- 
the world diſperſed, agwe way reade in the Acts for imal. 0% in Gen, 
moſt every city there, were dynagogues of the lewes ; and n Aar 
therefore, no doubt Peter would go thicher in hope to find 8 3 
fruite ofhis miniſterie. And he wrote from Babylon which Son tots 
muſt be eicher that which is called now in Egypt, the grand ſol. de certam. 
Cayre, or that in Chaldea aneientiy called Buxbiton 5 — I. 
about the Iewes alſo inhabited after the ca tivity , 28 wee gn 2 
reade inthe booke of Eſther, and where alſo they continu- Aamaan th.s, 


ed to thoſe times, as /ofephus recordeth. And Peter writing ſaſorum. 
9.1 E 3 -his un. . 18. 10. 


The fabulons foundation 
#Per,3.1.1.16. his ſecond Epiſtle tothe fame perſons in thoſe. places ſaith 
thus, — hnowen unte youtbe power and comming of our: 
Lard _ (rift „ implying his being there among hem. 
And what ſhould move him, the Apoſtle of the Circumci- 
fon to write more ſpecially to theſe. and to beſo carefull of 
them, as he ſheweth himſelfe to be in 2 Epiſtle, ca. 1. 1 2.1 3. 
14.15. and 16 verſes? but that he was among them, and 
had ſeene the Lords effectuall worke in his miniſterie to- 
wards them 
P. I did make this obieflion, though I know-net any which 
doe deny peters being in thoſe countries becauſe you might fal. 
ly prone exery thing, leſt any might peradventure ſtumble tber- 
at more of curioſitie, than of neceſſitie, whom now your reaſons 
may ſatisfie, Well, you haue ſhewed where Peter was, and that 
he had not beene at Rome, I long to ſee how you can prec cedt 
in the reit. 
When Paul O. While Paul abode at Corinth, whicl, was a yeare and. 
vas at Corinth ſixe moneths; and when he went thence to Epheſus, the fuſt 
me not ti me, and after to Ceſarea, then to Jeruſalem, and after that 
AG I 19.20, to Antiochagaive, and ſoouerall the countries of Galatia- 
21.22.23, AandPhrygia,till his ſecond returne to Epheſus, where hee 
abode three yeares, (and thus we (ee many yeares ſpent, al- 
moſt fiue yeares in two places, beſides fo muchas was ſpent 
in the other Cities and countries heere named) Peter might» 
v pet. g. i3. be in thoſe parti ſtill. be cauſe in his very laſt dayes,when he 
Pet. 1.14. wat nigh his death he was in Babilon. And it may be about · 
this time, within theſe yeares, hee was at Corinch, for itis 
Taſcb. l a. ca. 14. held that he was there, as Dyoniſi words cited by Exſebine 
e. giveth vs to vnderſtand, and ſo thinketh Baranius, and it 
eri 13. muſt be, if it was at all. Within chis time of Pauli leaving 
x Cor. 16.8 3, Corinth , and his writing to them his firſt Epiſtle from E- 
9. K 15.3. pheſus ( in which ſpace alſo Apel/oscame to Corinth) be- 
cauſe in it he nameth Peter and Apollo. But if any thinke o- 
therwiſe concerning Peters not being at Corinth, though 
he be named in Pan/t Epiſtle, I u ill not contend for this, 
whether he was there or no: at Rome he was not: for after 


his being in Aſia, and the other countries, nn 


the wuneſſe of his owne Epiſtle neere his death In Babilon. 
farre from Rome, and by that which remainethto be delive- 
red, it will more fully appeare, that yet Peter had not beene 
at Rome. 

p. I ſpall be glad to ſee jan g ine further ſfrengthning torhis, 

O. When Paul was his laſt time at Cotinth, here aud When Paule 
when he wrote his epiſtle aforehand to the Romans, Peter did write to 
was not at Rome. | to che Romas 

P. ben, I pray es. was this Epiſtle written to the R mu 3 

O. It was, firſt hen the Ie wes had libertie ro be agame 
at Rome, for eAqw'/a and Priſcilla were returned againe 
thither, Rom. 16. 3. compared witch Act. 18. 2. vnder Nero in 
the ſeauenth yeare, or thereabouts, as the Chronologie N 
ſneweth. Secondly, when Pam had ſo preached the Goſpell“ mate 
in thoſe parts, as he had no more place there, Rom, 15.23. faith hee hath 
Thi:-dly,when be had taken leaue ofthe Epheſians, and t oſd proucd to his 
them that they ſhould ſee his face no more, Act. 0. Fourth- auditors to be 
ly, when hee was iourneying vp the laſt timeco-Jeruſalem2Þ>v the 8 of 
with the benevolence. af the Churches of the Gentiles Nero. 
Rom.15.25.whichhe bad appointed to bee gathered in the 
aſſemblies. i. Cor. 16.1. Fiftly, and laſtly, when hee himſelfe 
determined. aſter he had beene at leruſalem to goe to Rome 
Add. 19.21. Then was this Epiſtle written. 

p. It may ſceme by this to be but a fem, about fine ycares be- 

fore bis death. But how proxe you by this Epiſt le that Peter was. 
not then at Rome? | 

O. I proue it by manyreaſons, Firſt, becauſe Pas} often Rom. 1.11. 13 
deſired to come vdto them, to the end hee might eſtabliſh Reaſons pro- 
them, which needed not. if Peter had beene there. For Peter ng Peter 
had beene as able to confirme them, as to plant them in hen Paule 
Chriſt: he that could plant them as an Apoſtle, could water wrore to the 
2s an Apollos ot Paſtour. Secondly, becauſe Paui ſaich in Romans. 
the ſame Epiſtle, that he avoided this, not to build vpon an- Rom. 15. 2. 
other mans foundation ( that is, where any Apoſtle had 
taught before, to vhomthe worke of the foundation is gi- 
ven, Eph. 2. 20. as chiefe maſter builders they laid the foun- 
dation, and others builded thereon. 1. (vr. 3. v0. for othet- 

E 8 3 wiſe 2 


cter was not - 


not at Rome 


36 The fabulous foundation 
wiſe he did exerciſc his miniſterie and Apoſtolicall autho · 
ba ritie, where other had taught, as we ſee in Antioch, Act. 11. 
| 2.Cor, 10. 16. t. 24. 26. and Epheſus At. 1 8.24. & 19. t. nor to boaſt in: 
1 another mans line of things made ready to his hand as hee 
| ſaithro the Corinthians: but if Peter had beene at Rome & 
| there planted the Church(as Papiſts dreame)then had Paul 
defired to doe, what he wrote hee did evet avoid, to build 

vpon another mans foundation, and to boaſt of that made 

ready to his hand, which contrarietie we may not thinke to 

be in Paul, and that in one and the ſame Fpiltie, Rom. 1. 11. 

13. & 15. 20. Thirdiy, He ſaluteth many of note, and not on- 

ly beleevers of the Gentiles, but of the Ie wes alſo, as Aqui- 

An, (and H riſcilla eome againe to Rome, ſo eAndronicw and 

19 Iunia Pauls kinſmen of note among the Apoſtles, theſe and 

many other to the number of 24 or thereabouts, both men 

and women: but not one word of Peter, not onely of note 

among the Apoſtles as Andronicus and Iunia were, but an 

Apoſtle, the prince ofthe Apoſtles, the Churches Monarch, 

and Vicar of Chriſt, as the blind papiſts will haue him, Had 

Paul forgotten him How could hee then remember all the 

"i reſt, ſo farre inferiourto Perrr. Did Paul envy Peters honor? 
44-41 How could ſuch an evil reſt in the boſome of ſo good a man? 
I 1. Was it pride in Paul diſdaining to make mention of him? 
Why did he not neglect others? And did not Paul once take 
aiourneytoſccPeter at Jeruſalem? No; no, it was not in 

Paul any forgeifulneſſe, nor pride, nor envy, but the cauſe 

| was, faith Bellar mine, for that he was not there, No, ſay the 


Rhemiſts, it was becauſe Paul wrote vnto peter private let - 
ters, and thereſore would not name him in the publike, But 
: how vntrue BeHarmine his ſuppoſition of peters being at 
15 Rome is, is here proue d: and till the Rhemiſts ſhew how 
Tf they knowe that paul wrote to Peter privat letters, & what: 
ö became of them, l will leaue to giue anſwer farther to their 
dreame. Fourthly, the. difference which was among the 
j - Chriſtians then, when Paul wrote, about eating and not ea- 
ting, about obſeruing of daies; & not obſeruing them, with 
other defects & errors among them which the Apoſtle 3 
7 * 


chech telleth vs that Peter was not there : for could not thẽ 
Chriſts vicar,prince Pete: the Apoſtle haue reformed thẽ : 
Or did he neglect ſuch things, that Paul needed to write of 
themꝰ Or were they ſuch matters as peter held good, as now 
the Romaniſts doe? Why then doth paul finde fault? Or did 
peter iudge them things indifferent, & ſo peaceably paſſed 
them over? Why was Paul then fo buſie to intermeddle? He 
was a factious fellow perhaps. elſe he would not have beene 
wiſer then Pope Peter to find fault with any thing in his Di- 
oceſſe. To theſe may be added that xhich Bellarmine(as be · 
fore I haue noted ) faith, which is, that peter was not now 
there when Paule wrote, but was gone away by teaſon of 
Claudias decree, but hee cannot tell whether: Hee ſendeth 
him from Rome: but bringeth him not at this time backe a- 
gaine: yet was Aquila and Priſcilla returned, what might 
withhold peter from his charge? Was it feare? Or want of 
loue ? To lay either, x ere vntrue of ſuch an Apoſtle. The. 
truth is Rome was not peters place, he had not beene there, 
neither now was there, as Bellarmin⸗ granteth and Itake 
for truth. 

p. So may you well for if peter bad nem beene at Rome, Paul 
would not ſo haue deſired to come to teach them, nor would haue 
emitted to ſalute bim, nor would, haue ſo ruten unto them, 
weither needed he ſo to haue done: and therefore me may beleens 
he was not there at this time. But hee might gee betweene this + 
and Pants going io Rome during the time that pawl abode priſe, 


of the Popedame. b 


ver at Ceſarea which was full twojeares and ſomembat more. Rom. 16. 3. 
O. When paul, aſter the writing ofthis Epiſtle did leaue Peter was not 


A ſia, and all thoſe parts, and came vp to leruſalem, where at Rome while 


he was taken priſoner, and from thence ſent vnto Ceſarea 


Paule was pri- 
ſoner in Ce- 


to Felix , which all happening in the ſame yeare that hee A 
wrot this Epiſtle, which was in the ſeauenth of Nero. For — | 


Cumann may ſeeme to be put out betweene the tenth and 27. 


elcauenth of Claudi, and before the twelfth was Felix ſent ln comment 
on Rom. 16. 


in his roome to rule Who either in ot after the twelfch did Joſeph antiq.lib, 
marrie Dr#flla his wife:ynderthis Felix, was Paw brought . 


to Ceſarea, and there pleaded for himſelfe, who ſaith of Fe- Ad.. 


lix 


Reaſons ſhew- 
ing that Peter 
had not beene 
at Rome while 2 


kx chat hee had beene many yeares a ludge to that nation, 


7 befabalows foundation. 


Now from the very beginning of the twelfth of Claudius to 
his death is but two yeares & odde months; therefore muſt 
the Epiſtle to the Romans, and Pauls anſwer before Felix 
being in the ſame yeare, be ſome yeaies within the tai gne of 
Nero. Even ſo many yeares as may make two yeares & cer- 
taine months to bee called many yeares, as Paul ſpeaketh- 
Now many are more then one, as wee may ſee in Add. 21. 
where inverie 4. it is ſaid that they tarried at Tyrus 7 daies, 
but in Ceſarea, vetſ. 0. ny daies. if thus we may ſpeake of 
yeates, then many can bee no leſſe then ꝙ or to. if they bee 
not extended farther, as ſome time they be, A T. 24. 17. and 
if ſo, then ſtood Paul in the ſeauenth yeare, at the leaſt uf 
Nero before Felix, vnder whom in priſon hee did eontinue 
full two yeates, till Portius Feſt came in, and then vnder 
him till towatus winter, and then was he ſent priſoner to- 
wards Rome, which was by this account towards the tenth 
of Nero, and all this time Peter had aot beene at Rome. 

P. How prome yon that ? 

O. Firſt, b cauſe at Pauli taking in Ieruſalem before he 
was convaicdto Ceſatea, the Lord that night ſlood by him 
d told him, that as there he liad horne witneſſe of him, ſo 


Paul abode in ſhould he doe at Rome as being the only choſen man, and 


Ceclſarea. 


in queſtion, and alſo whether their witnes thereof be ti ue. 
Secondly becauſe Paul, when he came to Rome, found the 


indeed the Apoſtle of the Gentiles to ſer out his name inthe 
chiefe citie ofthe Gentiles. What needed his teſtimonigif 
Peter had beene there from the ſecond of Clandim? And 
where can it be found,thatthe Lord ſent two ſo renowned 
Apoſtles, or where is it recorded in any true hiſtoric, that 
they ſhould be in one citie together, ſo farre remote from 
Ie very, to beare witnes of his name? If any doe alledge Au- 
thours for theſe two, to be at Rome together. it is the thing 


Jewes, even the chiefe of ibem very ignorant of Chriſt and 
his Goſpell, callingiraſe&, and that they heard it ill 8 
ken off every where, but knew not what it was, and the: 
delired to heave of him what he thought of it anda day — 
q as 


"RIES XS l 1 * 


ofthe piped? "gy 


Ing appointed many catne,not one as yet a beleever, for its 


laid, when they heard him, ſome of them beleeved, and o- 
ther did not beleeue. Now can we thinke, if Peter had bin 


thete, he being the Apoſtle ofthe lewes, that he would haue 


neglected them, and haue ſuffred them to liue fo ignorant 
of Chriſt til Pauls cumming thicher? ot may we rhink that 
he taught them? Bur they were obſtinate: then why were 
they willing to heare P>ul what hee could ſay of that way, 
-of which they profeſſed themſelues to be as yet ignorant? 


p. This one reaſon «df it ſelfe ſufficient to perſwade any peter had not 


man not wilfully bent to his owne will, to thinke that Peter hay been at Rome 
before Paules 


this could I ac 5 ſet downe and here end for deſiring any — We 


moe perſwaſions, ut that I browe ven are nor yet come to four 


not beene at Rome before Pauli comming thither: and with 


Full period in this point, and therefore goe on if pon pleaſe. 


O. When Paul came priſoner to Rome Peter was not Peter not at 
Rome when 


there, for the brethren came to meer him at eApy forum: but 


catekings,to depoſe them, to ſet men on worke to poiſon, 
ſtab, or any way to kill them; and if no other meanes will 
doe it, to blowe them & the whole ſtate of their kingdomes 
vp at once with gunpowder, — hen hee had beene 3 
daiesin Rome, and had called together the chiefe ofthe 
Iewes. Peter appeared not either among the brethten, nor 
among the lewes. Laſtly, ſometime after the Ie es being a- 
gaine aſſembledto heare Paul, yet Peter cannot bee ſeene, 
nor heard of among them. IR 

P. If Peter had beene there be would haue ſhewed himſelfe 
except a Popes pride had poſſeſſed him; but then I doubt nor bur 
that Pauls humilitie would baue ſoug ht out Peter to haue ſeen 
| him if he had beene in Rome; they would ſurely haut met, and 
therr meeting Luke would haue recorded here, as well x in o- 
ther places, 


O. Who can thinke otherwiſe ? but how could Luke Peter not at 
write that which was nor? or Peter appeare & not be there? Rome int 
) und e that 


nonewes there of Peter. Perhaps he was, as Popes bee, buſie e 


with his conclaue of Cardinalls in making Canons for the Act. 28.15. 17. 
Church, and ſhewing what power hee had to excommuniz 23. 


gs 25 


= 
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abode chere, and as hee wat not at Rome when Paul came thither, ſo for... 
and e the two . chere, in his one hired 
nc hes na nec houſe, the end whereof was: his ded; Peter 
whereof one Was not there. | 
was alutlebe- P. Whence prone you eb 7 
fore his death. O,. From Lakes ſilence not making my W of Pe. 
AA. 28. 30. ters either comming to or being at, or going all that time 
from Rome · And al — the Epiſtles ofs S Paul, which hee 
in the = oftheſe — wrote from Rome, which were 
theſe; to the Galathians, Epheſſans, mann 4 oloſſians, 
Philemon, and 2. to Timothy. 
P. 1 pray you ſhew me your reaſons — mag 
in order one after another, and firſt out of i 
la thians that Peter was not then at Rome, 
makes cur - 700 Firſt,becauſe Paule in this Epiſtle mentioneth Petey 
of the Epiſtle fiue times, and how they two were together both at Ieruſa- 
to che Gala · lem and Antioch: but not a word of his now being at Rome; 
e and yet the occaſion of the Epiſile, the matter therein con- 
tained, and the buſineſſe he had with the falſe Apoſtles did 
neceſſarily tie him to haue ſpoken of Peters being at Rome, 
and to haue joined him with him, if hee had beene there, ei · 
ther in the ſalutation, or valediction. Secondly, becauſe 
Paul equalleth himſelfe with Peter, and in naming other A- 
poſtles, ſetteth James before bim. Had hee beene now at 
Rome, and there (if he was there )prince of the Apoſtles, and 
Chriſts Vicar in carth(as Papiſts dreame.) would Paul haue 
ſo written ? 
p. J Peter bad beene then at Rome, Paule could «1 eaſily _ 
baue written of hu being there, as of their bemg togetber at Ie- 
ruſalem,and Antioch; and if hee had brene there in ſo high au- 
thoritie aboue all, paul neither woald or could baue denizd that 
refpelt which was due to him, my herein bheeneglefteth pla- 
cing James before bim yea in ranking James, Peter, and Job, at 
abel lt 8 authoritie and eſt come, and bimſe!fe nat vnc 
to them. w_ therefore by thu wee ſee that Paul kwewe of ne 
ſuch preheminence in Prter as papiſts beaſt off and alſo that pe- 
ter was not new at Rome, Howprone you this out of the Epiſtle + 
to tbe Epheſians? O. Bee: 


every one of them, | 
e Epiſtle tothe Ga- 


Church, how he was the chiefe corner ſtone, the foundaris/ of the Epiſſle 
laid by che e eee tothe Epheſi. 
;tomero 


and gaue gifts ynto men, be Apoſtles, ſome Evan- 
eliſis, paſſours and Doctors, and that there was but one 
aneen ptiſme, ꝓne Lord, and one Church ſubiect vnto 
Chriſt. From all whence hee had right good occaſion to 
ſpeake of the minifleriall head, of his Vicat gene 
If Peter had beene then there, and that hee had knowne any 
ſuch truth of God concerning Peter. But Paul is mute in 
this, vieh yet he neither coud nor would haue concealed, 


rall S. peter: 


as, Eph. r. 27. 
22. &. 2. 20. & 4 


had peter beene ſo for the truthes ſake, for the ordinance of 


Chriſt, & the reverence which he would haue borne thereto 
and for the falyation of Chriſts flocks depending therevp - 


on. For he that kept nothing backe of the whole Councell A 20 8% 


of God frõ the Epheſians, to acquit himſelfe of their blood, 
as he himſelfe ſpeaketh, he would not now haue hidden th is 
truth from them. And therefore ſeeing he ſpeaketh of Chriſt 
the head, and of no miniſteriall head, or Vicar generall: of 
officers in the Church Apoſtles and others, and of no prince 
like Pope; of the Catholike Church of Chriſt but not of a · 
ny Roman Catholike Church, iris cleere that Paule knewe 
none of theſe to be any part of Gods counſell. And there 
fore the pope may get himſelfe packing hẽte out of Chriſls 
Church, as none of Chriſts officers, nor any ſucceſſour of 8. 
peter, whoſ bleſſed man) never perked vp ſo high, nor ever 
came within Rome walls to claime ſuch honour, 

p. Oh, how this entteth tothe heart thu Romane canſe? E 
cept we would haue pant to beguiltie of blood, theſe things de+ 


viſed by papiſti v pos peter for the pepe are nous of Gods ca- 


ſell,to bo revealed to bu Church, But now tothe next Epiſtle: 
how proue pos that Peter was not at Rome ont of the Epiſtle to 
the Philippians d 


O. Becauſe paule ſaith therein, that hee had then none Reaſons out 


like aunded to them as was Timothie ti What not Peter the ot 


chiefe paſtour, if he then had beent there ſfiouldthe loue 8c ©? 
care of Timothie td the Saints haue beene preferred * 


he Ep ſtle 
the I hilip 


pians. Phil z. 
19.20. 


* A 
1. x3 


0. Becauſe Paul ſpeak ch there of Chiriſt the head efthe Reafons em 


bf Peter. 


o 
* 


ee eee pointed (as they ſay) next vnder Chriſt, b 
Chriſt himſelfe to take care of all Againe 8. paul memie- 
nech the ſalutation of the brethren to the ꝓhilippians, and 
ef all the Saints, but chiefly them of Ceſars ho ut no 
in chi ſalutation from peter. Would paule neither name him with 
— the btethren, nor with the Saints, nor with thoſe of (eſars 
Clement one houſhold 2 Did paul make knowen to theſe how he would 
of Peters ſuc· ſend their commendations to the philippians, and would he 
cellours (as not tell Peter thereof? or did Paul —— of all their well. 
they lay)and i ſhinꝑs to the 1 ſo wrotetheir commenda- 
yer nora word tions of hisowne head? and durſt he not yndertake as much 
for peter if he had beene there ? 

P. If Peter had been at Rome, Paul mauld haue done the ont 
or the other: but thu grueth vs to knowe that Peter was not at 
Rome, What reaſen haue yon nut of cbe Epiſtle to the Coloſſi- 
ans? T 

O. Becauſe in it Paule telleth them that then aneh three 
Reaſons out Which were of the eircumciſion Ariſtarchus his fellowpri- 
ofthe Epiſtle ſoner Marks and Jeſus called Iuſtus were his fellow helpers. 
co the Cololl. to the kingdome of God, Where was then Peter the Apo- 
©.4.10.11. ſtle of the circumciſion? Might not he he held a fellow-hel. 

per to the kingdome of God? And muſt Markg the ſchollet: 
be temembred, andthe maſter S. Peter not worthie to bee 
made mention off if he then had beene at Rome? 
P. It cannot to me ſeeme credible:baue you any thing to ſay 
ont of the Epiſt ie to Philemon? 
O. Vea, thus much from thence, that Peter was not at. 
Reaſons out Rome,becauſe S. Paul in it nameth his fellow prifoner Epa- 
of the Epiſtle phras, and then his fellow- laborers, Maris againe, Ariſtar- 
to Phulemon. bay Luke, and Demas: but no word of Peter, either as a ſel- 
low priſoner,or a fellow laborer.among them; and all theſe 
ſalute Philemon, ſo doth not S. Peter. Vea, Paul in the fore» 
front of the Epiſtle ioineth with him Timothie, was not Pe- 
ter more worthie then he, if he * beene then 22 ? 
P. I ſce your reaſons very good out of theſe Epiſtles that Pe- 
rer was = then at. Rome Clare fe my — ain be- 


fore his ſecond appearing, and ſotbelaft 


efore Nero, for was 
ö read 


— — — 


read of no more: Peter might come iumpo to the ſlaughter, when 

. * 1 7 ?7 
O. When Paul was brought the ſecond time ( and ſo When Paul 

the laſt as yau ſay) before Nero, when Demas had now for- — 


ſaken him, hen he had finiſhed the courſe of his miniſtery, — 


being now ready to be offered, and the time of his depat- at hand, Peter 
ture was at hand, of all which Paul maketh mention in his was not r 
ſecond Epiſile to Tetby, the laſt which he wrote from Rome. 
Rome, Peter was not there. For in that Epiſtle Paul telleih 
Timothie, that at his firſt anſwere no man ffood with him, but T. 
all forſooke him. Will they haue Peter at Remo, and Pai to 
make this complaint againſt him ? for if he were there, Paul 
doth not except him, nor any other, but ſheweth bythe ne- 
gative and the affirmative, that he was wholly left alone. At 
his ſecond anſwere he ſaith, that oy Lake was with him, 
and therefore not Peter. Ageine the Apoſtle in this Epiſtle 
mentioneth theſe which were gone from Rome, asCreſcens, 0 
Tire, Tychicw, beſides the backſliding Demas; and theſe 
which then were at Rome, when he wrote this Epiſtle to 
Timothy, as Enbulus, Pudens, Claudia, and among the reft Pama in vita 
Linu, whom the Papiſts will haue Peter, immediate Suc - 3 
ceſſour, and Peter is not named, either as one departed from 
Rome, or as one then there. What may we thinke of this? 
Would Paul in two Epiſtles before haue made mention of 
Marke, Peters ſcholler, and heere of Linus his firſt Succeſ- Eaſeb. lib. 3. cap. 
ſour, and of Clement an other dSueceſſour, and never ſo much . 
as mention Peter, if he alſo had beene there ? What other Bachl. cp. 
reaſon can be giuen then this, but that he was not at Rome t 11 
P. If he was not at Rome, ſoncere the death of Paul, it will Peter nigh his 
be demanded where he was ? owne & Pauls 
O. Surely farre enough from Rome, euen at Babi/on: for — 
from thence he wrote his firſt Epiſtle, and not vnlike bis ſe- — Rome: 
cond alſo, or from ſome place in thoſe parts. Now that hex Pet. g. 3. 
was there, about the time of Paul death and his owne too, as Broughton 
it appeareth by t bis, that Paul in his laſt Epiſtle ſaith, that . 
54 e was at hand, and S. Peter in his laſt Epiſtle ſaith r —— por 8 
that lem to put off holy this earthly Tabernacle; which. Tim. 4.6. 
3 ſpeech 2 PN. 1.14. 


The fabulens foundation 

ſpeech telleth vs, that both were nigh death, and both as far 
alunder as Babilon and Rome; in which ſeverallparts of the 

world, it is moſt likely they ſuffered martyrdome; the one 
among the lewes, who moſt inhabited thoſe parts, as the 
Apoſlſe of the Circumciſion, and the other among and in 

the chicfc City of the Gentiles, And thus you A this 
peregrination of S. Pas, that Peter was never at Rome, 

vhich I hold to be true, and doe wiſh others fo to thinke, 
till our adverſaries can bring as good and as many reaſons 
to prove him to haue beene there, as l haue now brought to 
proue him never to haue bin there. Vet if you pleaſe to vb. 
ject any thing, which you thinke may be odje ed, Ido in- 


treat you to do it, to giue more full ſatistaction if it may be, 
P. So am I determined to doe; but I pray you before, doe ſo 
much as ſumme together briefly all the rea ſeut which you haue 
given, to prove Peter not to haus beene at Rome, for my better 
conceiving of the force of all together, 


O. This is well thought of, and I ſhall willingly grant 
your requeſt, becauſe my meaning is not, that men ſhould 
take one or two, or ſome moe of theſe reaſons for a ſuffici- 
ent proofe by themſelues, buraltogether as twiſted one in 
an other, not to be diſſevered; and as the forces of many v- 

nited in one to make good that for which they are brought, 
againſt the weake oppoſition of all the adverſaries of the 
truth, and the vndermining of counterfeite friends. This 
therefore is the ſummatie collection of all into one. 

The — of ¶ If the time when he is firſt ſaid to goe to Rome, be fourd 
ebay o falſe; if his iourneying thither ſer out, be worthy no credit; 
— chat pe. ifhis Epiſcopall juriſdiction, and planting of the Church at 

ter was never Antioch, from whence he is ſaid to come to ſeate himſelſe 
at Rome. at Rome, be an vntruth flat againſt Scriprure ; if the revela- 

| tion of his tranſlation be fabulous; if the time of his ſolo 
being at Rome can not poſſibly bee true; if they haue no 
word of God forit, but that itis in many things againſtit; 
ifit be not agreeable to the covenant made betweene him 
and S. Pant; if the end for which hee is ſaid to go to Rome 
be a very fictionʒ if it can not be truely proved, no not by a- 


a 


of the Pohedaine; 4 


ny probable reaſons; if ſuch as ſeeke to defend it;eannot by his jc made 

any ſolid arguments maintaine it, if ſuch as firſt broached deare in the 
it, were not worthy credit, and all other writing thereof de. objettions & 
ceiyed, if he was never there all the life-time ot 8. Paui, with anſwers after, 


hom they ſay he was martyred the ſame day and yeare ;; if 
that which is written of his death there, be a fooliſh dreame; 
if the reaſons againſt his being there beſuchas can not bee 
anſwered ſoundly without cavilling and ſophiſticall evaſi - 
ons, wee may well thinke that Peter was never at Rome. 
This is the ſumme of the reaſons, Now let me heare What 
y au can object. 


P. Trulytheſe things being ſo, I can obielt nothing as T 
my ſelſe, I am ſo fully ſatrsfiede But what I ſhall obiett,jit u’. 
ther tba. which I baus heard aut of the month of Pſe udodoxus 
and Pſeudocatholicus, or read ont of beokes, 

O. Object, I pray you, what you now can remember, e- 
ven any thing of moment, which either you haue read or 
heard objected. 

p. They will ſay , all your reaſons are onely concluded ns- 
gatively, and therefore not ſound. For what if be went not to 
Rome in the 2 of Claudius, nor 3. nor 4; can you ſay he ent 
not at all? What if they erre in the number of hu 25 yeares be- 
ung at Rome? will it follow that he was not there at all, becauſe 
it can not be proved that he was there ſo long? Andwhatifihe - 
3 doe not ſay that be was there : was be not therefore + 
there ? 

O. Tanſwere, Firſt, they wrong vs in this wee doe not 


thus argue, you ce I haue given very many reaſons againſt Sibrendus de- 
Peters being at Rome, and doe not thus _— conclude Papa Row . 


from one or two circumſtances,but from all theſe things a» 


Rom cont 4. 3. 


fore-named together, Secondly, to conclude negatively Tm wha4 
from Scripture in matters which concerne faith and Religi · ſon from the 
on, is good and ſound; as thus: No word of God doth tell Scriprures, 


vs that Peter was at Rome; therefore we are not to beleeue what 


him to haue beene there, though never ſo many aſſirme it. oy Are Dee - 


Thirdly, I doe notreaſonfrom ameere filence of the Scrip-;.,, 


tures in this, but from them firft, as they ſhew plainly where Rome, 


 OPoter 


46 The fabulous foundation 
Peter was for way young together, in which he could not 
beat Rome; and ſecondly as they doe afford vnto vs many 
arguments againſt his being there at all, which two toge- 
ther ate as much in effect, as if the Scriptures had ſaid, that 
Peter was not there, and may well be oppoſed againſt all 
the bare affirmations of men, and againſt the fabulous nar. 

rations of all our advetſaries. , 
P. Youperhaps thinks they onely reſt vpen the ſayings of 
men, but rbat is not ſo; for they goe about to prove Peter te be 
Pet. 53. 4 Remo, out of the firſt Epiſtie of S. Peter in theſe words, The 
Church that is at Babylon ſaluteth you : where Bellatmine 
by Babylon een Land, ſaith chat Papias and le- 


rome doe fo take it, and ſo is Babylon taken in the Revelation 

| by all of vs; what ſay yon to thu? 
0. I anſwere: Let them expound the name Babylon as 
they pleafe; it will not ſerue their turne; for taking it figu- 
ratively (as they doe very foohſhly ) then it can not prove 


that, for which they bring it, to make their ſtorie of Peters 
Pa. on Rom. being at Rome true. For ſaith Pureus, by an Allegorie an 
af . _ hyſtorie can not bee proved. And if it bee taken literall 
Babylon in 1 / T Or“ ages | | Ys 
Pet. . 23. is to then it is nothing to their purpoſe as they well know, 
be taken lite= P. In which ſenſe « it to be taken ſay you? 
rally, O. In the licerall ſenſe, euen fer the citie Babylon. Firſt, 
Junius contra e cauſe, as ſaith Juni and Kickermen , and that truely. 
— 1 Heere is an hyſtoricalland not a typicall narration. Second- 
by or plen, ly. becauſe Peter writeth an Epiſtle, and therein according 
parte 2. to the manner of Epiſtles , ſpeaketh of places properly. 
Rain. ag. Hart Thirdly, It is acknowledged that Peter preachedin Baby- 
cap. s. d wiſ. 3. Ion, as Met hodius an ancient Biſhop and hyſtorian, alledg- 
— pom ed by Marianw Scots affirmech : now, ſeeing there was 
Lohan. Raw in ſuch a Citie. in which Peter did preach , properly ſo called, 
Co/mogra. Re- we are ſo to take it, except the cirtumffances of the text en» 
ner in pn. force it otherwiſe, which heere they doe not. 
tem. 4. P. 13. P. And whycanit not notbe taken fignratinely ? 
— * =o O. Firſt, becauſe there is no neceſſitie, nor any reaſon 
—__ * for ic out of the text, why any ſhould ſo take it. Secondly, 


figuratively, becauſe Peter is vnderſtood to ſpeake properly of all — 
places 


onz tor that he was a man; as Ex 


places mentioned in his Epiſtle, as in cap. 1.1. Thirdly, for 
that it is the vſuall manner in writing Epiſtles , to ſpeake 
propetly both from whence men doe write, and whither; 


'els, how can they bevnderſtood where they be, who doe 


write,andto whom they doe write. Fourthly, becauſe 8. 


paul writing his Epiſtles fromany place, is vnderſtood al. 


wayes properly without a figure, and nameth Rome płaine- 
ly , which was at yet not called Babylon by any penman of 
Gods Spirit, neither ſo vnderſtood of any; for Ioba had not 
at this time written his Revelation, in which Babylon is 
put for Rome. Laſtly, becauſe this groundleſſe expoſition 
is made the onely ground to make Peter walke to Rome v- 
pon, whith we may fee to be but a feigned ſtorie, the expo- 
{tion is not made good from the text, neither can be, bucis 
deviſed to ſtrengthen a fable, and therefore not to be ad- 
mitted. . 

P. We may eaſily ſee the abſurdity of the interpretation, & 
and with all the fo ef the Romiſh Clerkes, who unneceſſarily 
will from hence ly the authoritie of S. Peter, brand Rome with Rev. iy. 
ſuch a name of abommnation; for by making Rome Babylon,they 
make it the great Whore, that damned ſtrumpet, which with 
their Pope ſhall gos intowreer deſtynttion, of which all Gods 
people are to take heed, and are commanded by the Lord there · | 
fore to depart from that Egyptian, Zodomiticall, and Babylo* Rey. 18. & lr. 
wiſh dominion and power, But what ſay you to Bellartnines 8. 
reaſons for the interpretation 

O. His reaſons haue no force in them. For the fiiſt reaſon p.n,mines 
ſtandeth thus, What interpretation Pepias and Jerome tyo tealons to 
giue, is true: but thus chey interprete this place ; therefore E Baby- 
the expoſition is: good and true. The major part is not ſound lon in 1 Pet. 
except we belt eue them to bee Popes fitting in Saint Peters 5-13-09 be 
Chaire,andfoconldnoterre; Jerome was a learned man, 3 _—_ 
but all is not Gofpel whichhe hath written; and this which Rainolds ag. 
heere he delinererh, he ſpeaketh from Papias, as a'fearned Hart, ca.6, di- 
man avoucheth. And as ſor this Papias, his iudgement and g. 
bare expoſition of a place without proofe, is of no eſtimati- an 

a Rom. cum. 4. 
febing ſaith, of {mall iudge- p. 

G ment, Exfeb.l.3.64.59, 
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F The fabulous foundation 
ment, as his writings ſhew, inwhich are things incredible, 
ſtrange Parables, and doArines of our Saviour, ſuch things 
as be more like fables,then true ſtories; and he was the Au- 
thour of the Chiliaſts ; what account is then to be made of 
an erroneousand fabling Com nentatour? Fouching Be. 
larmines ſecond reaſon, to haue Babylon to be heere Rome, 
becauſe it is ſo vnderſtood and taken in the Revelation; I 
fayit is filly and weake, For, frame bis reaſon, which either 
muſt be thus: Every Babylon in Scripture is Rome; which 
generall propoſition is very falſe, as we may ſee in /eremies 
Prophecie; or thus. Some Babylon in Scripture is Rome, 
which being a particular expoſition in this kind, produceth 
not a neceſſatie concluſion, In the Revelation, Babylon is 
expounded to be Rome, ergo, heere it is ſo in this Epiſtle of 
Saint Peter to be taken; It followeth not; for there the cir« 
cumſtances from the text, and the expoſition of the Holy 
Ghoſt himſclfe maketh Babylon to be Rome, but nothing 
ſo heere. But many teaſons there are to prove the contra- 
ry. Againe, lohn ſpeaketh as a Prophet myſtically of Rome. 
calling it Babylon; ſo doth not Peter heere. And therefore 
though Babylon be Rome in the Revelation, yet it is not ſo 
in the place of S. Peter, What can you further object? 

P. Thus reaſoneth further exen that learned man Bellare 
mine, bes Paul came to Rome, there were many Chriſtians, 
and ſo the Goſpellwas preached before, and who muſt found the- 
Church there,and make theſe Chriſt 1ans but Peter, ſecing rens 
ether can be named? 

Bellarmine er- O. By this wee may obſerve , that Belarmineholdeth 3 
rec heere in things, Firſt, that Peter was at Rome before paul, which is. 
three things. not true, as by my former reaſons I haue ſhewed, to wit, that 
he was neither before Paul, nor yet after his comming thi- 
ther, for he was not there at alk Secondly, that Peter was 
the firſt that preached the Goſpel at Rome, and there made 
Chriſtians, and planted the Church. This is as true, as his 
Peter preach-planting firſt the Church at Antioch, Doe they not all 
2 1991 Bs ring Peter to Rome in the 2 of Claudi ? and is it not ma- 
Rowe: * nifeſt out of Gods word, by the hiſtory ofthe Acts, and _ L 
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che Galathians, chap, 1. and 2. that he was both till then and 
aftet in leruſalem and Iewrie? Net is it proved by the leat᷑ · 
ned men Junius and#hbitaker , by Sibrandia and by Mor. 
neu, that in the reigne of Tiberium, which was before both 
Caligula and Funde, there were Chriſtians in Rome, and 

for Tis they cite Tertulianin his Apologeticumeap, 5, O- 0 
ro ſius lib. 7. Euſeb. his Chron, Anno Chriſti 38. and in his ö 
Eccleſiaſticall hyſtorie 46. 2. cap. 2.3. Mariam Scots in 
brenici, Platina vpon the life of our Saviour, towards the 
end: and Clemens in 6, conſtit. Apeſt olicarum, ca. 9. And 
therefore peter could not be the firſſ planter of the Goſpel] 
at Rome, -whither no doubt preſently vpon the death of 
Chriſt, the fame of Chriſt vent; for in ſhott ſpace it paſſed 
abroad into many countries and kingdomes , as We may 
finde by the hyſtorie of the Acts. and the witnes of men, Faſcb. la. .. 
Thirdly, this learned Cardinall doth belike hold, that none Nb . 244d. 
other can be named, or more truely imagined the firſt prea- i 
cher there, but Peter; but he may know if he will, that Ce- ge N. 1 
ment and Dorot be doe name Barnabas ; and Tertallian Totul. d. pre- 
{peaketh of Iobr preaching there, as the Archbiſhop offeripe. 
Spalato citeth him. And truly many may be imagined bet - Sprlatenſis 1,4," 
ter than Peter to haue beenefirſtatRome; becauſe fitſt the . L. 
Scripture tyeth Peter to Tewrie for many yeates. Secondly, — way be 
becauſe there were other Apoſtles beſides him, and none of ned to haue 
them named as abiding in Jewry, ſaue /ames the Lords bro- preached firſt 
ther, the other /ames and /ohn, ſo long as peter. Thirdly, at Rome than 
there were'70 diſciples,yea,ſaithS.Pau/aboue goo brethrẽ, Peter. 
of whom at one time Chriſt was ſcene , the moſt whereof 
did liue vnto the time that Paul wrote his firſt Epiſtle vnto 
the Corinthians , ſome of theſe might meete together. 
Fourthly, there were at Peters firſt ſermon preached at le · 
ruſalem, when 3000 were converted, among the reſt fran - Ad.. ro, 
gers of Rome; and Paul nameth Andronicas and Init, men Rom, 16.7, 
of note among the Apoſtles before his converſion , who 
were at Rome, theſe might preach firſt at Rome. _ Laſtly, 
Peter before he went out of Tewrie, converted Cornelis 2 Add. ro. 
Romane, and many of his kinſmen and friends; bee of _ | 
4 > 2 : A. 
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of theſe might returne before Peter to preach at Rome, But 
to leaue conjectures , what if none cquld bee named f- 
would it eee Nee therefore it x — be Peter? 
P. By no good conſequent.: let this obiedt ion therefore paſſe; 
Twill ru FE} A ſaith that S. Ma — 
1 | p his Goſpel at Rome from Peters mouth, as he beard him preach, 
4 and therefore Peter was there, | | 
Q. If Marke ſaw him, and heard him at Rome, without 
all doubt, hee was at Rome. But fiſt , who can tell that 
HMarke did {ce him there? S. Pau ſaw Mare there, and 
ſpeaketh of him, but not a word of Peter. Secondly, to 
whom did Martze relate this, or what approved teſtimony 
is thete, that ſaith. hee himſelfe had it from Aare, or from 
any ſuch a one as Mari related this vnto -? The truth is, 
: that this tale of Afarke.is from Papias allo ., whoſe pros. 
Phitak ib.de found wiſdome found Rome in Babylon; and by the ſame - 
En depth of vnderſtanding doth make Afarke bis hearer there, 
1 i Pet. g. 13. becauſe Peter writing from Babylon, nameth Aare: ſo 
1 #% A21szs Petert being at Rome, and Markes writing his Goſpel. 
1 from him, are Tock alike trueth, forged out of Pia brain, 
Lib.3.cap.z. and ayouched by others; pet they agree not for Irenem 
ſaith, that Marke wrote his Goſpell after the death of Pe- 


| Ferom in Mar ter and Pau; when Jerome and Papias ſay, hee dyed in the 
155 code virulllaſt. eight y eare of Nero, Thus they agree, and therefore what 
| credit is to be given to them? haue you any moe ridiculous, 
objections? 
| p. They ſay that Peter dyed at Roms. 
| O. They ay ſoindeed; but how prove they it 
| P. Becauſe he was buried there, there is his ſepulchre, and 
| 3p many baue gone on prlgrimage vnto it. 
O. All this will not prove, that peter dyed there; for we 

| know by experience, in many inſtances, that men haue dyed 

: A toube ſet yp in one place, & baue bin buried in an other. Jacob was buri- 
2 in a place pro- ed in Canaan, but dyed in Egypt: Jeſas dyed at Megiddo, 
i: veth not that and was buried in Ieruſalem. Neither will a ſepulchre 


he dyed there the re, prove him to haue beene buried there. As if ſuch 28 
where it is e- 


rected. felgur d this fable of Peters being thete, could not 40 
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hee dyed there, as thefabulous-Papiachath done, and ſo 
ſome, to further the Popes authority, either imagine the 
tombe of ſome others, to be Peters, or els make one to bee 
his tombe. The Prince of darkeneſſe, and the Pope his 
prince ſonne, want not wit to deviſe theſe and a thouſand+ 
ſuch trickes to delude the world with. As for pilgrimages, 
and the peoples running to viſite his ſepulchre; who knows: 
eth not the vanity of ſuperſtition ? Did not people iu for- 
mer times honour the ſepulchre of « Saint that never was, 
called Lenginus, viſiting his ſepulchre at Mantua and Ly - 
on and with the like ſuperſtitious madneſſe were not t 
wiſe men which came out of the Eaſt to Chriſt at Bethle- 
hem made three Kings too forſooth ; and their bodies 
brought from the Eaſt inte the Weſt, as farre as to Millaine 
and Cullen, and there vifited by foolichly dejuded people? 
The folly in chis kinde can not bee expreſſed. But What 
nee de Iſtand vpon this? If Peter was never at Rome, then 
he could not dye at; Rome. But the former I haue proved, 
and therefore the latter can not be denyed. Haue you heard 
any thing els which may be objectedꝰ 

p. The ( ardinallyet hath aa reaſon to prone Peters being at 
Rome becauſe he wa (ſaith be the Biſhop of Rome. 

O. Oh the madneſſe and wickedneſſe of men, when they 
defire to maintaine falſhood againſt the truth ! did not hee 
ſay (as before is noted) that one may be a Biſhop, where yet 
be never commeth , and gaue divers inſtances from popes f 
Rome, which never came at Rome? How then canthis-ar= - 
gument ſtand? Againe, hee goeth about to proue a fabulous 
narration by a falſe renent: for Peter neither was, not can 


properly be called the Biſhop of Rome, for that hee was an Reade ofthis: 
Apoſtle, and the Apoſtle ofthe circumciſion , of which I Junius,Sibran- 
haue ſhewed niy mind before: and therefore, if you remem- e Whiak. 


_ other beſides, let mo heare it. 
i bat if Metaphraſtes who wrot f Peters-ionrneing 18 
Rome be 1 . 2 * 


= I will lay with Baronins chat hereinhe is not worthy 
credit; | | . 
G 3 r. Ter 
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51 The fabulous foundation 
p. Tet yon wil not wake light of Linus booke, who was Pe- 


ters ſucceſſour(a they ſay)andwrot of Peters death there? 
De pat. m. O. I will make no lighter of it, then Bellarmine doth 


who ſaith of it thus, Librum bhunc confiliumeſſe, and theres 
fore to be reiected ks fabulous. | 
p. Bus what ſay you to-the teſtimonie of Clement allcaged by 
. 2painſt Hart againſt Reynolds? who in an old monument of bis, in an 
Nec. c. divil; 4. Epiſtle written to [amesthe Lords brother, ſaith , that Peter 
had him by the hand in Roms, and ordamed bim Biſhep there af » 
ter him, tn the bearing of the whole Church. 
O. I will tell you what that learned Reynolds ſaith there- 
of; It is (faith he) a very drunken ſorgerie for that in ĩt is re · 
ported that Peter prayed Clement to write ( when hee was 
dead)the Epiſtle to /ames the brother of the Lord to com- 
fort him, whereas James was dead aboue $yeares before, 
And this he proueth out of Ioſephus and out of Euſebius. 
P. I baue read of one Egeſippus an ancient writer, whores 
lateth at large a ſtory of Peters being at Rome, and how , when 


Peter was departing out of Rome : . bis life, the Lord leſw 


met bim at the gate of the citie and haxing ſpoken to Peter aud 
turne himbacke againe; what ſay you to thu? 

Euſtb. lb. 4. O. Tanſwerzs. for the author, that he ĩs not that true C- 
£8.22. gef which Enſebima ſpeaketh off , and Frith, bur 
Tritbem diſcrip. another counterfeit, as is ſhewed by ſuch as haue gathered 
eccleſ. many reaſons to proue it. 2. For the narration, it cannot be 
oy — true, for that it is contrary to the doctrine of S. peter, A.;. 
Carlile bis 77 2t. in which he taught, that after Chriſts aſcenſion, Chriſt 
eeuſepe.7, muſt be in the heauens till his ſecond comming : how can it 
then be ttue, that Chriſt ſhould meet Peter at one ofthe 
gates of Rome N | 
p. - Iwellperceins hom both inflly and with eaſe you can 
-ſbaks theſe off ; but you knowe they hane a clowd ef witneſſes, 
very many both of the Greehg and Latiue Churches, which dev 
with one full agreement ,affirme that Peter mas at Rome , and 
"being a matter de facto, we are to hold it as a thing credible, 

«wet to reitet 1775 their antboritie therein,  - © 0 
O. Friend Philaletbes, Idoe not lightly reiect the autho- 
T.1 $1 ritie 
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ritie of the ancient, I reverence antiquitie,, and doe honour. 0 
and higl. ly eſteeme of the learning and godlineſſe of ſuch | 
holy men as haue liued in former ages, and Iregard their te- 
llimonie as much, as with truth and teaſon I may; But yet if 

they giue me juſt cauſe to queſtion their witneſſe herein, &: 

that by diligent ſearching I doe finde their relation not ere- 
Cible,if I refuſe to ſtand to their bare affirmation, I am not 

iuſtly co be blamed, | | 

P. Noverily; but it wil bee ached what 


wakerh to gu 
fies their aut horit ie, ſeeing they are [0 many 22 57 IG 
credit in the ¶ hurchi - | x | 

O. Youand all other may eahlyperceive it; but to giue 
them more full ſatisfaction 7 . — . the —— b 
force of all my former reaſons prouing that Peter was never of men isdou- 
acRome;which will weigh againſt mens bare words, and bredofin this - 
alſo preſſe downe the meere ſayings of men. 2. I doubt matter. 
whether the writings which bee cited vnder the names of 
thoſe men produced for witneſſes, bee theit owne , or but 
counterfeit; and this doubt ariſeth, becauſe many misbe - 
gotten pamphlers( faith Reynolds ) haue wandred from the 4 
very daies of the Apoſlles, and that vnder their names alſo, gainſt Hart. c. 
And it is confeſſed of Papiſts, and found true of Proteſtants, 6. diviſ. 4. 
that there are a number of counterfeit writings vniuſtly fa. 
thered ypon learned men. 3. It is yet queſtionableſ though See Petkins 
they be their true writings for that they may be corrupted, ofen 
as moſt are for advantage ofthe Church ot Rome, and as we g, e 
may well ſuſpect them 1 to bee in this point; that for theſe blem 
reaſons: becauſe the Moni had theſe authors in theit kee · See D. lames 
ping; and this matter is of fuch moment fox the vpholding bis book ther- 
of the See of Rome, as we mayeaſily be perſwaded to thin 2 
they would put in ſuch words as might make for the fame; —— e. | 
And the great diſcord almoſt in every circumſtance , which the _—_ 
is to be found in them that write of Peters being at Rome, 
may giue vs to thinke, that they haue not beene well dealt 
withall. Laſtly, although there bee neither counterſeitin 
nor corrupting any of them, yet may their teſlimonie bee 
queſtioned, becauſe ſo much Scripture and rea ſon is "_ | 
that 
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chat which they affirme,and but affirme only: for they per 
ſwade vs neither from Scripture, nor reaſon, that Peter was 
at Rome. We haue nothing for ic but their bare words, and 
the auihoritie of their antiquitie, and the credit of their very 
names to małe their bare words good. 
p. Tra, and this ſcemeth to many to be warrant good enough 
to haus ſa many, ſo learned, ſo goaly,ſo conſtanti y averching it, 


and that in all ages, from time to timezit being only a matter vt 
offaith and d- vine, hut of a fact and deed dene, to belicuethe 


ame, 7 
When and Ws I doe yeeldir them willingly,ifſuch men as you ſpeak 
on what groũd of doe ale of knowledge and from themſelues, and not 
8 of bare heateſay, if that which they affirm be not called nuſt- 
— — — ly into queſtion by more credible authoritie, if they agree 
be iudged — themſclues, and are not found vntrue in their ſpee- 
dible, ches, then their witneſſe ſhould be ſufficient fora matter de 
facto. But it is cleane contrary in this matter; and therefore 
though they be many learned, godly, and conſtant avou- 
chers of peters being at Rome; yet is their bare credit not 
ſufficient to make it credible. | | 
p. I pray you ſhew me theſe things diſtinttiy, why ſay you 
that they ſpeaks not of knowledge,and from themſelues ? 
Not one Au- O. Becauſe not one of them quoted by our adverſaries, 
thoc ſpeaketir were either eye or care witneſſe of Peters being at Rome: 
from himſelſe not one of them ſpeaketh vpon any certaine ground from 
and of know-s cripture,from divine revelation, from any ofthe Apoſtles, 


— game? or from any approucd witnesthat was with Peter at Rome. 
wr was at Aud be ſides this, though many ſay thus much, yet are they 


Nome. indeed and truth not many, but only one witnefle. For none 

ſpeake as from themfelues,but by relation from others , the 

Many wirneſ- firſt author being Papias,of whomothers rookeit,and wrot 

ſos eb all burit; others receive it from theſe, and credited the fame with - 

one in ſub- out farther examination, and ſo 4 came to be commonly in 

ſtance. time held for a truth. So then here is in ſhew many witneſ- 
ſes, and all in Papias, but one erring fabulous taletellet. 

P. Ipray pes what more credible antboritie calleth iber 


.#thoritte into queſtion? . 8 
0. Even 1 0 
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matter de falto,as before is ſhewed in particular circumſtan- 
ces as thatpeter went to Rome in the à of Claudius, that he 
was Biſhe p at Antioch ſeauen yeares, that hee was at Rome 
25 yeares, and that he firſtplanted the Church at Antioch & 
at Romeʒall which are vntruhs. Al 
p. Tos ffoke of their diſcord, ſhew we rhur. 2 
O. Diſcord, ſay you that can I eaſily ſhew; for they al · rn. 
moſt agree in nothing. . Not in the time of peter: going to Theſe differ&« 
Rome. Orofw ſaith it was in the begirming of Claudine: /e- ces are gathe- 
rome and others in the 2 of Clandins. Faſiculas tempornm in ted from Whi- 
the fourth yeare. Paſſional de vitis ſanttorumin the 13 year, INES 14 
Some other ſay it was in the 15 after Chriſis death, and ſo n Ad 12. 
about the 6 or 7 of Claudi. Damaſia ſaith hee went to Archb.of Spa- 
Rome vader Nero.. Not in the place fromwhence hee went lat. Willer on 
to Rome: ſome ſay from Ileruſalem to Rome, other from Rom. 16. Ruin. 
Antioch thither. 3. Not in the conflict with Simon Maga, A. cap: 6, 
of which before at large. 4. Not in the place where hee di- — 
ed, many ſay at Romeʒbut Lyramw, Ierom, (bryſoſtome , and Aub, ep;3, 
Glaſſa imterlinearis on Mat. 23.34 lay hee was martyred at Ni . 14. 
Jeruſalem, 5. Not in «&e baryeng of his body : Some ſay ©9239 
that one batEoftim was butied in the Churcl, of S.perer ac 
Rome, and the other halfe in the Church of S. paul, equally _ _. 2 
devided by Pope Syſveſter; and yet others write, that onely calvin. de rei. 
the two heads of Peter and Paul ate at Rome, & Peters ne- 
ther ia and beard are at Peyters in France, many of his Which 
bones at Triers, and his braine at Geneva. 6. Not in the time being — 
of his dying Jacobus de Voragine will haue Peter to die on d chere was 
the ſame day and yeate with S. Paul. But /erom though hee — 
grant the ſame day, yet not the ſame yeate, but Paul muſt 3 
ſuffer the yeare after, Epipbanius ſaith that he died in the: 
of Nerz but others in a 14. 7. And laſtly mor in his ſue. See L. Oßßan- 
ers. Some will haue Ciement the firſt; other ſome Lom der table 
iſhop of Rome after Peter; but others againe make him 
Biſhop before his death, and ſay that he did dye before 
ter, And thus we ſee that they agree not in any one circum- 
ſtance, 


42 3 
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0. Bren che word of God, whichin manythiogecon- The word ab 
vince;h them of errour not onley of ſaith, but alfo in this, vince then 


56 De fabalau fonnαjt 
ſtance. And therefore their bare affirmation of Peters being- 
at Rome is not warrant enough, though it bee a matter d+ 
alto, Wien 

5 P. It will be ſaid,though they do varie in circumſtances yet 
they doe all agree in this, that Peter was at Rome; 
O. A goodly agreement; he was there, ſay they, but they 
cannot tell whenzfor we finde, that when bes was 
there, he was not there. ſtand vpon their failing in circum- 
ſtances, becauſe the matter is queſtionable with the moſt 
indifferent. Indeed when the matter is knowne to bee true; 
In a mater then to quarrell about circumſtances is idle contention, 


N But now where the maine point is diſputable with ſome, & 


may be ſtood iudged but a fable with other ſome, there ſuch groſſe erring 
ypon to make and ſuch fowle fallings out in circumſtances diſcredit the 
ic not credible relation of athing,and maketh it to be judged fabulous. For 
hiſtories are made credible, by liuely ſetting out matters by 
circumſtances and by the contrary they come to bee ſuſpe · 


Qed, 
p. Well for all this which you haus ſaid, ſome will not be- 
leeus it to be like ly,that ſo many, ſo learned, ſogodly , dwelling 
in divers places, and lining in ſeverall ages ſhould ſo conſtantly 
avouch it for a truth, and yet be but a very fable, It will not bee 
held credible that they all ſhould be ſo miſtaken, ſo blindedwith 
ſuch an errour,and not one of them at any time to perccaus it 
O. Say what may be ſaid, I knowe indeed, that ſome wil 
never be perſwaded, to thinke that theſe ſhould thus erre. 
The wilfully obſtinate I neither indeauour, nor looke to ſa- 
tisfie: but for others I would as ke them what maketh them 
to thinke, that theſe cannot be thus overtaken? They haue 
Why men doe no ground for it, but this. The high eſteeme of their perſo ns 
thinke that 8 3 8 : 
ſuch ancient their learning and pietie; and becauſe they lived many of 
earned and them long ſince, and ſome of them nigh to the times of the 
godly men Apoſtles, and what? If we call theſe into queſtion, in a mat- 
cannot bee o · ter de faſto, if they which be ſo famous ſo highly eſteemedof 
vertakẽ here- annot be credited; then caſt off all hiſtoric, re ject all mens 
2 authoritieʒand thus they runne on, but alas,more to vphold 
mens credit, then to be carefull to finde out the aher 
it- 


of the Pope. 5 
if we would more reſpec then the perſons of men, meh 
would be more cateſull to take heed What they doe writes 
true florics would not be teiected, but the truth in hiſtories 
pteſerued and fabulous tales cut off. 59 
P. Indeed vos ſay true, for we may finde it now true by vxpe- | 
rience,that many tales and errand lies are told from one to ano- How lyes che 
ther vpon the. credit and eſteeme of them from whom mek re- — be told for 
connec the reports which ſome lewd) faig ned, & other moſt ho- cu, tales, 
neſt credulanſly beleening and relating without examination 
bring ſ#:h lies and tales into credit with many, & it i not vn- 
likely that thus this tale of Petersbeing at Rome came to bo be- 
leened for trath. But for our better perſwaſion, can you g ius 
any reaſons to malę men thinks that it ij not 22 that 
ſnch as tbeſe,though godly and learned men might erre herein, 
O. Firſt: All by nature now ate apt to belceue lyes 3. as, EY 
we ſee our firſt Parents did in their very eſtate of innocency ing — 
they credited the devill before God, and therefore it is not not y kely 
vnlikely that the beſt of Adams poſletity , borne in ſinne, that theſe Au- 
may etre and beleeue an vntruth. How eaſily did /acob be- cento haue 
leeue the falſe relation of Joſephs death? Ieſus and all the . n wks 
Elders of Iſraell the forged tale of the Gibeonites? David © 
the ſlander of Zibab againſt Mephiboſheth ? and this they 
did for want of examination, and becauſe they tooke it for 
granted , that the parties would not ſpeake an vnttueth. 
Theſe I produce not to taxe the Fathers of wilfully lying, as 
Jacobs children, the Gibeonites , and Zibab did; bee this 
thought farre rom me; but to ſhew that this report of Pe- 
ters being at Rome, might he forged, and they in ſimplicity 
of heart like Jacobs, Joſueer and Davids might credite it, & f. ien. 
ſo broach the ſame for truth, ſor want ofexamination, and cent. Rain. ag, 
vpon a too charitable conceite of them or him from whom Het, ca. s. di. 
they heard it, or out of whoſe writings they reade it. Se- nun. 
condly, it is not vnlikely that here in they may erte, becauſe — de n 
wee finde fabulous matters de facto written of theſe Anci- ſcript in Seneca. 
ents, and the ſame reported for trueth, as the Epiſtles of Se- Eaſeb l 1.74. ra. 
neca to Paul, and Paul to him, of Agbarwwritng to Chriſt, T3. 
and Chriſt to him. — acalc of Chrilts ſuffering ; ? . 
2 at 
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2510.1. Sand. at go yeaxes cf age, which errour all the Blders of Aſia bo- 
liv 4-c4.4.de lee ved. Ignatius telleth that Mary was at Rome with Pope 
Papa R. Anaclerns,” Ifallthe fables beleeved and related of the Fa- 
thers were gatherrd together, it would not ſeemevnlikely, 

that they ſhould belee ve this fable for a trueth. Thirdly, the 

Scripture and reaſons formerly alledged, ſhe w that it is al- 

togethet 1 that Peter was ever at Rome. Fourthly, 

the great diſt ord in writing heereof telleth vs thatit is not 

vnlikely that they be deceived, for diſagteeing witneſſes 

haue ever beene ſuſpected, and not eaſily allowed of the 

wiſe for true witneſſes, but rejected rather as falſe. The Scri- 

pture telleth vs, that the high Prieſts, Scribes and Phariſcee, 

and Elders of the people, though they ſought witneſſes a- 

gain(t Jeſus Chrif;and found many yet they allowed not of 

them, till hey did agree, Fiftly , their omitting of circum · 

ſtances to tell with whom hee went; for Paul never went 

without ſome to ac company him, and ſo thinke of Peter, 

what way,thorow what city, and b what means, alſo their 

groſſe errings in ſuch as they doe ſot downe, telleth vs, that 

it is not vnlikely that they haue erred heerein. For as the ſet· 

ting downe ofneceſſary circumſtances concurring,maketh 

a tory credible, ſo doth the omiſſion thereof, and the much 

varying therein, and ſome falſhood withall makea relation 

ſmell of a lye. Sixtly,who-can not butthinke it moſt likely, 

that theſe heerein haue erred, all the promiſes befote well 

weighed , when they conſider that Poperie is a myſterie 

ok iniquitie, the Authour thereof Sathan , whoſe fraude 
r (as ſaith Pareu) the Fathers did not obſerue in telling 
Pe of his tale, which no doubt he ſuggeſted into the firſt Re- 
later, and then by others credulitie , cunningly brought it 

into credir, For Sathan knew what advantage this bringing 

of Peter to Rome, wold be tothe Popes ſupremacy; & ther- 

fore he ſet ſome on worke toinvent it, & the Lord did leaue 

others to beleeve it, and to relate it for truth, that ſo hee 

might accompliſtrhis determined will, and fulfill his word. 

eben of that place and perſon in 2 Theſſ. 2. and in the Re- 
relation, cheap. 9. 11. 13. 74.1 7.18. and 19. Asmany my 


7 9 5 
= - L 
* 


but yet ignorantly , the Fathers made wey for the popes 

— pate A » ſovery much by this fable of Peters 

cing at Rome, Seuenthly, wharſhould make any man to 
thioke it vnlikely that they haus erred,” thoughrheybe ma- 
ny, learned and godly, ſeeing they follow not the Seripture, 
not ſolid reaſon, not any approved witneſſe, but a filly, ſe- 
duced, fabulous Author Pi before ſpoken of, who firſt 
broached this, not from an he had of Peter at Rome; 
or from the mouth of any ofthe Apoſiles, whom, as himſelf 


| * 1 . 
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confeſſeth, he never ſaw, hut from his owne commenting Euſeb.l.3.c4.35-- 


braine, vpon the · i Per. g. 13. of whichalſo before. Now this 
man being ſeduced, of what eredit can tho reſt bee which 
follow him : F l | 

p. Uerily of none at all in that thing; For allſuch witneſo 
ſer are wo farther true, then hee ſpeaketh rrueth of whom they 
doc receine it. If he was deceived, they are all deceived; ' © 

O. Therefore are we not to regard the many following 
teſtimonies, be they neverſolearnedand if chey can 
ſay nothing of themſelues, ifchey be but bare relaters of a 
report from another, without due examination and ttyall 
of the truth. The iudgement, the learning, the honeſtie and 
credit of the firſt Author is to be ſtood vpon. N 

P. Ten ſay very true, forthe muſtering vp of ſo many fol. 
lowers, are but as ſo many ciphers , which onely ſerue to make 
vp anumber, but are in themſelues of novalue, becanſe they 
ſpeaks not from themſelues, but from another. Butnow, what 
if Papiazwas not- the firſt? 

O. Whitaker and Rainold} 
on our adverſaries , and Baronime in his Catalogue of his 


e him as the very firſt yp Papias the 
— Nee of ls rn of th 


Authors, for this can goe no higher, neither doe the adyer- tale. 


ſaries dony it to be true; as yet theyhaue not found a more 
ancient nor a bettet father for this fable, | 
P. Well, though he be the firſt; and but « ſily man; yet be- 
tug an hearer of Iohn, and the companion of Polycarpus , 4 
Irencuswitneſſeth, and as Bellatmine vrgeth him for the mare 
credit be might ſpeakg the truth brerein, aa well, as a wiſer many 
biing onely a matter de facto. eee * 9 
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60 The fabulous foundation | 

O. Aman of little wit and judgment may ſometime tell 
a true tale; but what wiſe men will relye ypon his relation 
without further examination ? As for that which Irene 


Eaſebl3. e. 35. ſpeaketh of him. it is that. as Eaſeb ius reporteth, which Pa- 
—.— of che pia denyeth of himſelfe, to wit, that he neither beard = 


law the Apoſtles. 1s it — that ſuch a one as Irene. 
u ſhould write that of Papi, which Papias himſelfe deny- 
eth, and avoucheth the cleane contrary? Doth not this ve- 
ry tell vs, that the ancient Fathers may in matter de 
fatto, tell vs ſome tales? Why then ſhould we beleeue bare 
- affirmations of theirs againſt many reaſons ? But what if 
Papias had bin ſohns hearer? muſt it follow, that therefore 
all which he telleth vs is true of $. Peter? Conſider that aba 
lived after all the Apoſtles a long time, and therefore 
though he both ſaw and heard /obv, yet might he never ſee 


Peter. | 
P, Yon ſay rigbtʒ but they will ſay that Papiazmight beare 
John Fries = EAA Rome and ſo relate it from him. 
O. What Papias might heare is one thing, and what he 
did heate is an other: hee relateth no ſuehthing from Saint 
Jahn, neither could he, for that he never heard fum, but him- 
ſelfe found Peter at Rome, as truely as he did finde Rome in 
Babylon out of x Pet. 5j. 13. for which ground of ſtrengthe- 
ning the Popes ſupremacie, the grand Papa of Rome, oweth 
a Holy-day to 8. Papias his wiſe patrone, without whom, 
Peters being at Rome had nevet bin heard of, who was firſt 
Sathans ſeedeſ-· man to ſowe this errour, to further the my» 
ſerie of iniquity , which, as Iebhs ſaith, begone then in his 
time to worke. * | as 
p. Sir, I thanks you fer this paines, you baus ſatisfied me in 
this point tothe full; the truth ſhall ever prev aile with me, be- 
fore allpretences of Antiquitywithent yoodreaſon , let the au. 
thority of man be what it maybe. But before 1 conclude. with 
you in thu point, I wos one thrug; which [pray youre» 
ſelne me in 245 1 the — my not _ of weake ap- 
prehbenfion and of the meaner ſort, ut alſo ſuch grave & great 
— as theſe of whom we haue Spoken, er, 
8 a 1 ce. 


| OS of the Popedume. ede Au W PT) 
ceived and lead into erronys > This Tpropennd for ming m | 
inflruftion, that i my take bred of that which 2 
either tobe an An — — 94 52774 
O. Vour queſtion ̃ not vnſesſonable not vnprofitable 


for a concluſion ofthis our conference. Itake it that men 


fall into this errour thus. Firſt, thotough the chat is gow men 


in mans heart, for God will teach the h is \ 
The want of ttue loue of the truth 
Lord giue ſuch over to beleeue lyet | 
powerfull working of Sathan in ſome, in whom he Is a'ly- 
ing ſpirit, and by whom he will broach vatruths, and dra 
on others to beleeue them, ſor the advancement of his 
kingdome, 4. Haſtie receiving of that which ig related, 
and ſo belee ving and publiſhingof it for truth, before it be 
examined throughly. 5. By a too confident perſwaſion of 
the relaters honeſtie, wiſdome, learning and godlineſſe, ta- 
king it for granted, that if ſuch ſpeake it, it muſt needes bee 
true, as if ſuch might not miſtake, nor ever be deceived, 6. 
By taking a common report or ſaying to be ſo, becauſe all 
men generally ſay ſo. 7. The Lords leaving men to their 
owne weakenefle heerein, to effect what in his ſecret coun- 
ſell he hattrderermined. 

P. Theſe me thinks, leade me to ſee plainely how theſe god 
ly men came to beleene and publiſh this tale of Peters being at 
Rome which I verily am per ſwaded now he neuer ſaw, neither - 
euer came there, after he was called to be an eApoſtle, 

O. Youthen are fully of my minde, 

p. Tes verily, and euer will be, except your reaſons can bee 
ſoundly confuted, and better reaſons be brought to proue peters 
being at Rome, than thoſe fooliſh, ridrculous,and very childiſh 
arguments of Bellarmine be, which I think will bardly be done: 
and ſo ( deare friend Orthologus ) for this time Iwill take 
. leane and kindly bid you farewell. 

O. Till our next meeting, farewell (my good friend 
Philalethes) and I pray you commend me to all yours and 
my friends, the true lovers of che truch and wazily heed 
of that erroneous and common Chriſtian Pſendodo x, and 
keepe 


Way. 2. come to be- 
the which r 
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doe with bee "theſe. - - 

P. [will not be jul of thi yr go wet. 
| friendly for « your p 14 
—.— with me, Thanh ern meg, \ the Lord bes 
e — and with all the true lo- 


uers of the Goſpell of our Lord Ieſus Chriſt vnto the day of 
his eve, ae for our eternall delivetance. 
Amen, Amen. 
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TOVCHING 


TOVCHING THIS AN NEXED 
-C'HRONO GN APHICALL 
deſcription of Pv Ts peregrina- 
aber 


ur, That Pawls life is, after his converſion, extended 
IF roo farre in the common account vnto the laſt of Nero 
Re es race ny 
being Aue Chrifti 35, as mo as the tru 
hem, andbe ufferinginthe 14 of Ve- 


Scripture will teach | 
yeares-come to 37, which BeHarmine gladly taketh 
advantage of for to further the tale of Pererybeing ar Rome 
a5 yeares, after he had beene ar Antioch y. and in lewrie 5, 
as he reckoneth them. But Bar ei ryaketh it impoſſi 
that peter and Pauis martyrdome-ſhouldfal out inthe 14, 
and therefore he concludetirit in the 13, and teĩecteth the 
other, and alſo E bai opinion, who holdeth it to be in 
the 12 of Nero. Which of the three is the nigheſt vnto the 
tuch. will appeare in this enſuing Chronologie, and by the 
truth of this next point heere to be obſerve, ud 

Secondly, That the Acts ofrhe Apoſtles, written by Sainr 
Lal comprehend the yeares of saint pauls life, Now the 
hiſtory of the Acts extendeth not to aboue the 34 yeare of 
aus converſion; for after the end of the two yeares men. 
tionedin Acts 28.30. followed the death of pan, who cime 
not to Rome ſo ſoone in the 2 of Nero, as many imagine, 
nor yet in the 4, as others hold, but in the 9 or 10 of Nere; 
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64 The fabulens foundation. 
then was hee two yeates and more in Ceſarea, before hee 
was ſent to Rome, and ſame 5 or 6 moneths were ſpent in 
going to Rome, and then he was two yeares in his owne 
h ouſe, ſo as the end thereof mult teach to the 33 of Pa, & 
to the 12 0f Nero. And it is held that the Epiſtles that Pau 
wrote from Rome, were written within this two yeares 
ſpace , except the laſt eo Timothie, which was written be. 
tweene his firſt and laſt appearing before Nero, at which 
| time Jimot hie was abſent, But when Paul wrote to the phi- 
Timo aus. Iippians, Coloſſians, and Philemon, hee was with him at 
| Rome, Now this Epiſtle might be written immediately op- 
on the end of the two yeates when Paul was called before 
Nero: for it could not be long, but ſhortly after that Saint 
Paul had vvritten to the Epheſians, at which time Timoiby 
was gone from Rome, to whom he telleth of his ſending of 
Tychicw to the Epheſians with his letter, in which Coaſt 
Eph. 6 21 T imothy ſee meh then to be this could be no long time be 
2 Tim. 4. 12. tween. For this telling of iẽding Yychicus implyeth( it being 
14.15, within the two yeares ) that ic was but a little before this 
ſecond Epiſtle to Trwethy, which was ſhortly before Saint 
Pauli death, euen in the ſame Sommer in which he was mare 
tyred. For if Baremius ſay true, that Paul ſuffered in the 3. 
of the Calends of July, then was this Epiſtle written; for it 
i was but a little before his death, it was alſo in Sommer, and 
» Tim.46.7, by the former account in the 12 of Nero. And further wee 
Si know, that Luke wrote the Acts, that he was a companion 
ofthe Apoſtles in his travell to Rome; (for he ſaith wee and 
vs often as including himſelſe) and that he was with Paul 
AR 25. 1. 2.4. at Rome, and there abode with him vnto this time. Now 
& 282.10, we may well thinke, that hee writing the ſtory of the Apo- 
Im 4.11. ſtle, would goe as farre as he could, except the mentioning 
of his death ; for when bee faith that Paul had libertie to 
preach two yeares, it may be gathered, that after that time 
ended, followed his laſt ſuffetings and martyrdome, for els 
he would haue named moe yeares of his libertie, if moe had 
beene. But heere it may bee demanded , if Lake my - 
| | 4 
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Pauls troubles & death, why did he not ſet the ſame down 
alſo? I take the reaſon to be this, becauſe he would not 
ſeeme to taxe Nero that Tyrant and perſecutour, nor the Vhy Luke 
Romanes, who then did [way the world, leſt theſe heathen — _ | 
enemies of the Goſpell ſhould come by his hiſtory, and fin. 3 
ding themſelues taxed therein, ſhould be the more enraged 
againſt Chriſtians, This was not onely Lakes warineſſe, 
but S. Pauli in ſpeaking of the then Romane Emperours or 
Empire, 2 Theſſ. 2. 5. and 6 ve rſes : ſo of Nero, 2 Tim. 4. 1 7. 
of whom he ſpeaketh covertly, And S. John dealeth thus 
warily in Rev. 1. 9. telling of his being in Patmos for the 
word of God, but not a ſyllable of his baniſhment in plaine- 
neſſe of ſpeach; and this may we obſerue in Le, that al- 
beit hee nameth now and then the Romane Magiſtrates, 
et he dealeth very warily; if any good in them, he com- 
mendeth it; ifany thing of their euils towards the Saints, it 
is moſt cautelouſly, Hence alſo it is, that there is not men- 
tion made of any one put to death by any Romane authori- 
ty; but onely by and among the lewes, as of the death of 
Stephen and of Iames the Lords brother, of which Lake 
ſpeaketh freely and plainely. Laſtly, if we doe account the 
yeares of Saint Paul from the 19 of 7 ibertus, tothe 12. of 
Nero, in which ſaith Epiphanius, Paul ſuffered, and when 
he ſuffered, Papiſts ſay, Peter ſuffered, wee ſhall tinde, that 
the hiſtory of the Acts will make them vp to the full, as [ 
haue ſhewed in the Chronographicall deſcription, 
Thirdly, That Paul after hee came to Rome was ever a 
priſoner vnto his death, and never ſet at libertic againe. For 
neither Luke,nor Paul himſelfe maketh any where mention 
of his departure from Rome after he came to Rome; but we 
finde that in his Epiſtles hee nameth his impriſonment and Pech , l & 4 
bands continually; we alſo may ſee how hee ſent others into & 6.20 Phy J 
theſe parts of Aa, and the regions thereaway where he 13.Col.4.10. 
had beene, as Timothie to the Philippians, Yychicus to the 18. Philem. 10. 
Epheſſans, and with him Oneſfmas to the Coloſſians, & that 723.“ Tim. 18. 
but a little before his death, when he alſo wrote vnto Timo- Pil: 19.2 
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66 The fabulous foundation 
the in that his abſence from him inchoſe coaſts.,, as before 
ia noted. And if the end of the twoyeares of his abode at 
Rome be the beginningofthe yeare of his martyrdome next 
and immediatly following, then was hee not freed after his 
comming to Rome. But againſt this it will be obiected. 

Furſt Gbiect, 1. 71m. 4.17. There hee ſaith that at his firſt 
anſwer the Lord deliuered him out of the mouth of che Li- 
on, therefore was he ſet at libertie. I anſwer, that deliverance 
here is not meant freedome from bonds, but his eſcaping ob 
preſent death, as the phraſe, out of rbe month of the Lion, as- 
gaping vpon him ready to devoure him, doth ſhewe; and it 
15 meant ofa deliuerance from ſucha danger as made all to 
forſake him, even the appearance of inevitable death before 
their eies, elſe could not all ofthem haue beene ſttoken into 
ſuch dreadfull feare, as to make them all to forſake the Apo- 
le in that perill. 

Second Obiect. Pig. 1. 25. 26. & 2. 24. Where the Apo- 
files wor ds implyetbhis comming againe to the Philippi - 
ans, for he truſted in the Lord to come to them. 1 anſwere 
that the Apoſtle ſpeaketh not of certaintie , but as one in 
hope, truſting, that is, relying vpon the Lord for his deliue- 
rance, who could deliver him. if he were ſo pleaſed; But. 
Paul could not ſpeake of certaintie I ſay; for hee himſelſe 
ſpeaketh of himlelfe, evẽ then, as not knowing what ſhould 
become of him.cap. 2.23. and was yet in bonds, cap. 1. 13. 
So he writeth to Philemon, verſ. 2 . that he truſteth through 
their prayers, that he ſhall be giuen vnto them; will it there · 
fore follow that he did goe againe vnto them? If he did not, 
you will ſay that then the Apoſtle was deceaued, What of 
that? This impaired not his credit or authoritie, being not 
in a matter of faith and doQtrine, but in a thing contingent 
and future,and a matter of nomore waight than this, and 
whereinherelied vpon the Lords good pleaſure, of which 
hee could haue no certaintie, but by an heavenly revelation, 
which in this caſe was not neceſſarie, neicher had he for it a · 


ny tevelation: for then, why did he not ſend Tinerhie as hee 
purpolcd. 


of the Popedome. & 
rat he had beene certaine from the Lord of his de- 
iv 


erance, but would tay him with him till he might know 


what would become of bim Which telleth vs plainely, that Phil. 2.23.4. 


his knowledge warbꝝ ge revelation from God. but depen- 
ded vpon the futute e God ſhould diſpoſe of the will 
of man, to wit, Nero, before whom, hee was to make his ap- 
pearance. | 

Third Obie&. Many doe ſay that he as ſet at libertie, & 
ſo went into Macedonia, eA fra, Syria, and after was taken 
of Nero the ſecond time and impriſoned and after put to 
death. I anſwer, i. that it is ſaid hut not proued. 2. Ifit had 
beene ſo,how commeth it to paſſe that Luke vndertaking to 
write the Acts of S. Paule; would omit this his deliverance, 


ſeeing alſo that he lined to his death? 3. Bayonine is fo vn- nul. chrifcer 
certaine hereof,as he could not, as he ſaith, ſaſely affirme it. Prnigr7,mum.s, | 


4. This is raiſed vpon this imagination, that Paui came to 
Rome in the ſecond of Nero, and abiding in his. hired houſe 
two yeates, there remained, as they ſupp qſed. 10 yeates of 
Nero his taigne, al which time, becauſe they could not find 
him at Rome, they then haue deviſed where hee might bee, 
Some haue conceited in Italy, and Spaine, others in thoſe 
Eaſterne Countties, in which he had beene, weakly gathe- 
ring it out of the place of the Philippians ; but Paul had no 
ſuch time of liſe remaining after the two yeares in Rome 
mentioned A8.28.30.to paſſe away ſo far again frõ Rome, 
and then to returne in the twelfth of Nero, as they ſay, to a 
ſecond impriſonment: if ten yeates had remained. Can we l 
ſay, imagine that Luke would haue holy in filence paſſed 
them ouer? would he haue beene ſo curious in ſetting dowõn 
ſome wheretwo yeates, three yeares, one yeate, a yeare and 
fix months, three months, yea ſeauen daies, and ſiue daies, && 
one, as he doth in the As, and leaue off to mention whole 
tenne yeares {pace? It ſeemeth to mee no way probable, : 
Laſtly this conceit of Pauli going againe into thoſe regi- 
ons of the Faſt where he was before is c6trarie to the words 
of S. Paul himſelfe, who thus ſaid to them, when hee fooks 
. is 


F 


og the ks ſhall 
vtterech with Lewe, and ich Bee | 
ung certaine 1 there- 
ve may well t ke this laſt peregrination 
ot S. Paul from Rome and to Rome a- 
-gaine but a conceit, 28 
the fable of Peters be- 
ing 5 8 
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